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PURPOSE

This document reports on the extent and ownership of hardwood rangelands in California.
Hardwood rangelands are reported in terms of six cover types and four canopy closure
classes. Ownership is reported either as private or public agency.

This report also analyzes the reserved status of hardwood rangelands by county. Counties
are ranked according to the proportion of each cover type protected in reserves. The report
also estimates the amount of additional reserved land needed in each county to achieve an
equal degree of protection across the state.

MAPPING AND ANALYSIS METHODOLOGIES

Hardwood Rangelands

The hardwood rangelands mapping project was based on a manual interpretation of aerial
photography. The details of this project are covered in the final report, Mapping and GIS
Database Development for California "s Hardwood Resources, (Pillsbury and others, 1991).
The following is a summary of the hardwood mapping methodology.

Cover type (species group) and canopy closure were classified for all hardwood rangelands
that occurred at elevations less than 5,000 feet, in stands greater than 40 acres, within the
natural range of the dominant hardwood rangeland species described by Griffin and
Critehfield (1972). As a result, hardwood rangelands in 47 counties were mapped. The
species group descriptions are listed in Table 1.

Table 1. Species Group Descriptions for Hardwood Rangeland Cover Types

Blue Oak Blue Oak/ Valley Oak Coastal Oak Montane
Woodland Foothill Pine Woodland Woodland Hardwood Mix *

Blue oak Blue oak- Valley oak Coast live oak CA black oak
foothill pine Oregon white oak Pacific madrone

Engelmann oak    Tanoak
Alder
Interior live oak
Canyon live oak

Interior five oak Coast live oak Interior live oak CA black oak Oregon white oak
Coast live oak Interior live oak Blue oak Canyon live oak Coast live oak
Buckeye Canyon live oak Coast live oak Interior live oak CA laurel
Juniper Canyon live oak Laurel Valley oak
Canyon live oak Foothill pine Valley oak Blue oak
Valley oak Oregon white oak Blue oak Foothill pine
Ponderosa pine Foothill pine Ponderosa pine

Note: Species in bold are dominant in the woodland type; species in non-bold are associates.

¯ Generally occurs as a mix of the dominant species listed.
Source: Pillsbury and others, 1991

In each species group, "primary" species (in bold) comprise the greatest proportion in the total tree canopy
cover; "associate" species (in non-bold print) occur in sub-groups comprising a minimum of 5 percent of
the total tree canopy cover.
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For a majority of hardwood rangelands, the California of and FireDepartment Forestry
Protection (CDF) provided 1981 black and white, 9" x 9" format, 1:24,000 scale
photography. This photography was limited in its coverage on federal lands. For these
areas, National High Altitude Program (NHAP) 1:58,000 scale color infrared photography
was used to supplement the CDF photography. The NHAP photography from 1981-85
resides at the University of California Santa Barbara Map and Imagery Library.
Therefore, the maps produced by Pillsbury and others (199I) represent the distribution of
hardwood rangelands in the early 1980s.

Blue oak woodland, blue oak-foothill pine woodland, valley oak woodland, and coastal
oak woodland species groupings were classified according to the qualitative descriptions
provided by the Wildlife Habitat Relationships (WHR) system (Mayer and Laudenslayer,
1988). montane hardwood mix species group differs from the WHR montaneThe
hardwood habitat type in that interior live oak is considered one of the primary species,
and this grouping is characterized by more of a mix of hardwood species. The specific
classification rules used by Pillsbury and others (1991) are presented in Figure 1.

Canopy closure was mapped into four classes:

1. Scattered < 10%
2. Low 10-33%
3. Medium 34-75%
4. High 76-100%

Canopy closure classes were selected by the contractor to indicate general management
units and were ocularly estimated by photo interpreters with the use of a canopy closure
template. These ranges do not correspond to WHR canopy cover classes. The scattered
class would not be considered as a hardwood species group by the WHR system due to a
lack of canopy cover.

Hardwood stands were transferred from the aerial photographs to United States Geological
Survey 1:100,000 topographic maps with a Bausch and Lomb zoom transfer scope.
Polygons were drawn around stands of uniform canopy closure. All hardwood species
groups were then identified during aerial flights because photo interpreters were unable to
distinguish clearly among many 6f the species groups, i.e., blue oak woodland and blue
oak-foothill pine woodland, or blue oak woodland and valley oak woodland. Live oaks
(coast live oak, interior live oak, and canyon live oak) were the most difficult to visually
distinguish. A more problematic issue is that the three live oak species occur in all of the
species groups but in variable proportions; therefore, assigning a species group code
becomes even more arduous. As a result, errors are more likely when the live oak species
are present, especially where their ranges overlap.

The Forest and Rangeland Resources Assessment Program (FRRAP) created two distinct
cover types from Pillsbury’s montane hardwood mix species group: interior and/or canyon
live oak and a residual class of montane hardwood mix (Figure 1). For some hardwood
stands, Pillsbury and others (1991) assigned a sub-type code indicating the primary and

2
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Figure 1. Decision Tree for Mapping Hardwood Rangeland Cover Types
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associate species occupying the stand. This report includes maps and acreages of the interior
and/or canyon live oak woodland because of the extent of this sub-type. Thus, maps and
acreages have been reported for six hardwood rangeland cover types as opposed to the five
hardwood species groups that Pillsbury focuses on in his report.

The spatial extent of Pillsbury’s montane hardwood mix species group can be shown by the
overlay of the interior and/or canyon live oak woodland map and the residual montane
hardwood mix map. The true extent of interior and/or canyon live oak woodland is greater
than that shown in the maps because Pillsbury began the assignment of sub-type codes
midway through his mapping project. Prior to that time, this hardwood rangeland cover type
was included in the montane hardwood mix species group. Given the relatively small
acreage in the residual montane hardwood mix class, this underestimation is probably not
serious.

It is important to consider that only a portion of the montane hardwood mix class was
mapped by Pillsbury, due to a least three factors: (1) the class often occurs as inclusions that
may be less than the minimum mapping unit used by Pillsbury; (2) the class may occur at
elevations over 5000 feet in some parts of the state; and (3) the class frequently extends
beyond the geographic range of dominant hardwood rangeland species, areas not mapped
by Pillsbury. The final acreages reported for each cover type may differ from other
hardwood acreage reports (Bolsinger, 1988) because of differences in classification decision
rules, differences between map-based estimates and sample-based estimates, different
minimum mapping units, and differences in mapping techniques.

The Geographic Information System (GIS) coverage used by FRRAP in this report differs
from the original Pillsbury base maps. The hardwood data layer created by Pillsbury was
merged in the FRRAP GIS with redwood lands mapped by Fox, 1988. Rectifying
discrepancies between the hardwood rangeland data and the redwood data was problematic.
Fortunately, overlap between the two mapping efforts was limited. In a few cases, we
enlisted the aid of CDF field personnel to provide information to resolve discrepancies.
The cases oftefi involved mixed stands of redwood with hardwood species where estimating
dominant species for species group coding was difficult.

Where the hardwood rangelands and redwood coverages overlapped, "sliver" polygons
much smaller than 40 acres were generated in the hardwood rangelands data layer because
polygon boundaries never coincided perfectly. The interior portion of the polygon was often
coded as redwood with any remaining portions of the Pillsbury polygon retaining their
hardwood rangeland cover type code.

CDF is currently working on a project to update the hardwood rangeland polygon maps,
assess the accuracy of both the baseline (1981) and updated (1990) hardwood data, and
develop procedures for systematic long-term hardwood monitoring and GIS data updating.
Landsat Thematic Mapper imagery is the source for the hardwood update. This project is
under contract to Pacific Meridian Resources, Emeryville, California, and will be completed
by March 1994.
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Ownership

The Forest and Rangeland Resources Assessment Program (FRRAP) ownership layer was
digitized from 1:100,000 Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Surface Management Status
maps, some of which date from the early 1970s. The FRRAP ownership data are updated
periodically using maps for national forests, state and national parks, and other sources as
they become available.

For the analysis reported in this document, ownership was classified with the following
hierarchical scheme.

Table 2. Hierarchy of Ownership Categories

Io Private

II. Public
A. Reserved

1. U.S. Forest Service reserved
2. California Department of Parks and Recreation
3. Other public reserved

a. National Park Service
b. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
c. California Department of Fish and Game
d. City, county, and regional parks

B. Unreserved
1.U.S. Forest Service unreserved
2.Bureau of Land Management
3.Department of Defense
4.Other public unreserved

& Bureau of Indian Affairs
b. Bureau of Reclamation
¢. California Department of Forestry aad Fire Protection
d. Other city, county, regional, and state lands

Due to the nature of the source materials, some smaller and!or more recent reserved areas
are not included in the data.

Reserved Status

This document analyzes the distribution of reserved hardwood rangeland coverandtypes
assesses the impact of reserving in each county a proportion of hardwood rangelands equal
to that currently reserved at the state level. Reserves are often necessary (but not sufficient)
components of a conservation strategy for species and habitats. Reserve strategies may
employ a number of different criteria, such as current resourc~ conditions, restoration
potential, and distribution. A common strategy used is protection of a species or habitat
type throughout its geographic range.

5
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Publicly owned hardwood rangelands that are held in reserve are termed reserved hardwood
rangelands. The ratio oftthe proportion of reserved hardwood rangelands in a county to the
state level is the relative concentration of reserved hardwood Valuesfangeland8o greater
than one indicate counties where, other things being equal, hardwood rangelands are more
ade~luately protected.

Publicly owned hardwood rangelands constitute a pool from which reserves can be more
easily created. The relative size of that pool for each county is estimated by the ratio of the
proportion of a given hardwood rangeland cover type in public ownership at a county level
to that at the state level. Values greater than one indicate counties where the public owns
proportionally more of a given hardwood rangeland cover type than it does at the state
level.

The impact of achieving the current state level of protection in each county entails the
following: (1) calculate how much additional land of each hardwood rangeland cover type
must be reserved in order to attain the target; (2) determine if the pool of publicly owned,
unreserved hardwood rangeland cover type can provide those lands; and (3) if not, calculate
the amount of privately held hardwood rangeland cover type that would need to be
purchased to achieve the target. Counties are then ranked on the basis of total amount of
additional land needed and the amount of private land within that total.

This analysis neither judges the appropriateness of the current level of reserved
hardwood rangelands nor advances the estimates of additional reserved lands as
appropriate targets. Rather, the rankings highlight counties where actions might be
undertaken to attain consistent levels of protection across the state. The acreages estimate
the scale of the impact of such a strategy.

!
!
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ALL HARDWOOD RANGELANDS

Figure 2a portrays the distribution of all hardwood rangeland cover types mapped by
Pillsbury and others (1991). They cover 10,060,000 acres and occur in 47 counties. The
area of hardwood rangelands by ownership is reported for the state as a whole in Appendix
A and for each county in Appendix B. Figure 2b portrays the relative concentration of
public ownership of hardwood rangelands by county; i.e., the proportion of county
hardwood rangelands in public ownership compared to the proportion of hardwood
rangelands in public ownership over the entire state.

In California, 1,887,000 acres of hardwood rangelands (18 percent of the state hardwood
rangelands area) are publicly owned. The concentration of public ownership of hardwood
rangelands is skewed. Only 16 counties have greater than expected levels of public
ownership while 31 have lower than expected levels (Appendix Table C-la). Most of the
counties with greater than expected levels of public ownership of hardwood rangelands are
found south of the Bay Area, including all Southern California counties with hardwood
rangelands.

Figure 2c portrays the relative concentration of reserved hardwood rangelands by county;
i.e., the proportion of county hardwood rangelands publicly owned and generally not
managed for commodity production compared to the proportion of such land over the
entire state. In California, 405,000 acres of hardwood rangelands (4 percent of the state
hardwood rangelands area) are reserved. Only 12 counties have greater than expected
levels of reserved hardwood rangelands while 35 have lower than expected levels
(Appendix Table C-lb). Of these 35 counties, 13 have no reserved hardwood rangelands,
at least as identified in the FRRAP GIS.

Half the 16 counties with greater than expected public ownership have lower than expected
reserved hardwood rangelands (i.e., a large pool of potential reserved land but low actual
reserve levels); Lake, Kern, Tuolumne, Santa Barbara, Fresno, Orange, Sierra, and Los
Angeles. Counties with greater than expected levels of reserved lands but lower than
expected levels of public land include Yuba, Stanislaus, Tehama, Santa Clara, and Contra
Costa.

In order to reserve in each county a proportion of hardwood rangelands area equal to that
of the state proportion, a total of 199,473 additional acres of hardwood rangelands would
neexl to be designated as reserved in the 35 counties with less than expected levels of
reserved hardwood rangelands (Appendix Table C-I c). Less than 2,000 acres per county
would be required for 12 counties. However, in seven counties, more than 10,000 acres
would require such a designation--Kern, San Benito, Mendocino, Fresno, Calaveras,
Mariposa, and Shasta.

In order to attain the average state proportion of reserved hardwood rangelands in each
county, a total of 12,524 acres of private [and in nine counties would require redesignation
(Appendix Table C-Id).

7
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Figure 2a. Distribution of Hardwood Rangelands
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I Figure 2b. Concentration of Public Ownership: All Hardwood Rangelands
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i Figure 2c. Concentration of Reserved Lands: All Hardwood Rangelands
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BLUE OAK WOODLAND

Figure 3a portrays the distribution of blue oak woodland mapped by Pillsbury and others
(1991). It covers 3,259,000 acres and occurs in 33 counties. The area of blue oak woodland
by ownership is reported for the state as a whole in Appendix A and for each county in
Appendix B.

Figure 3b portrays the relative concentration of public ownership of blue oak woodland by
county; i.e., the proportion of county blue oak woodland in public ownership compared to
the of blue oak woodland in the entire Inproportion publicownershipOVer state.

California, 589,000 acres of blue oak woodland (18 percent of the state’s blue oak
woodland area) are publicly owned. Of the 33 counties with blue oak woodlands, three
counties have none under public ownership (San Joaquin, Alameda, and E1 Dorado).

The concentration of public ownership of blue oak woodland is skewed. Only 10 counties
have greater than expected levels of public ownership, while 23 have lower than expected
levels (Appendix Table C-2a). Most of the counties with greater than e.xpected levels of
public ownership of blue oak woodland are found along the Central and South Coasts and
in the Southern Sierra. 3c the relative concentration of reserved blue oakFigure portrays
woodland by county; i.e., the proportion of county blue oak woodland publicly owned and
not generally managed for commodity production compared to the proportion of such land
over the entire state.

In California, 102,000 acres of blue oak woodland (3 percent of the state blue oak
woodland) are reserved. Only eight counties have greater than expected levels of reserved
blue oak woodland while 25 have lower than expected levels (Appendix Table C-2b). Of
these 25 counties, 15 have no reserved blue oak woodland. Greater than expected levels of
reserved blue oak woodland are along the Central Coast and Range.theDiablo

Counties with greater than expected public ownership, but lower than expected reserved
blue oak woodland (i.e., a large pool of potential reserve land but low actual reserve levels)
include Mendocino, Riverside, Kern, Santa Barbara, Fresno, and Los Angeles. Counties
with greater than expected levels of reserved lands but lower than expected levels of public
land include Stanislaus, Tehama, Santa Clara, and Contra Costa.

In order to reserve in each county a proportion of the blue oak woodland equal to that of
reserved hardwood rangelands in the state as a whole, a total of 76,713 acres of blue oak
woodland would need to be designated as reserved in 25 counties (Appendix Table C-2c).
Less than 2,000 acres per county would be required for 15 counties. However, in three
counties, more than 5,000 acres would require such a designationuFresno, Tulare, and
Kern. This goal could be achieved largely through changes in public land management.
Only 8,638 acres of private land in 10 counties would require redesignation (Appendix
Table C-2d).

10
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Figure 3a. Distribution of Blue Oak Woodland
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I
Figure 3b. Concentration of Public Ownership: Blue Oak Woodland
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i Figure 3c. Concentration of Reserved Lands: Blue Oak Woodland
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BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE WOODLAND

Figure 4a portrays the distribution of blue oak-foothill pine woodland mapped by Pillsbury
and others (1991). It covers 2,313,000 acres and occurs in 32 counties. The area of blue
oak-foothill pine woodland by ownership is reported for the state as a whole in Appendix A
and for each county in Appendix B.

Figure 4b portrays the relative concentration of public ownership of blue oak-foothill pine
woodland by county; i.e., the proportion of county blue oak-foothill pine woodland in
public ownership compared to the proportion of blue oak-foothill pine woodland in public
ownership over the entire state. In California, 412,000 acres of blue oak-foothill pine
woodland (18 percent of the state blue oak-foothill pine woodland) are publicly owned. Of
the 32 counties with blue oak-foothill pine woodland, three counties have none under
public ownership (Placer, San Joaquin, and Sacramento).

The concentration of public ownership in blue oak-foothill pine woodland is skewed. Only
13 counties have greater than expected levels of public ownership, while 19 have lower
than expected levels (Appendix Table C-3a). Most of the counties with greater than
expected levels of public ownership of blue oak-foothill pine woodland are found in the
San Joaquin, Southern Sierra, Northern Interior, and Coast Ranges. Figure 4e portrays the
relative concentration of reserved blue oak-foothill pine woodland by county; i.e., the
proportion of county blue oak-foothill pine woodland publicly owned and not generally
managed for commodity production compared to the proportion of such land over the
entire state.

In California, 77,000 acres of blue oak-foothill pine woodland (3 percent of the state blue
oak-foothill pine woodland) are reserved. Only six counties have greater than expected
levels of reserved blue oak-foothill pine woodland while 26 have lower than expected
levels (Appendix Table C-3b). Of these 26 counties 19 (60 percent of the counties with this
woodland type) have no reserved blue oak-foothill pine woodland. The counties with
greater than expected levels of reserved blue oak-foothill pine woodland are scattered
throughout the state.

In order to reserve in each county a proportion of the blue oak-foothill pine woodland equal
to that of reserved hardwood rangelands in the state as a whole, a total of 68,233 acres of
blue oak-foothill pine woodland would need to be designated as reserved in 26 counties
(Appendix Table C-3e). Less than 2,000 acres per county would be required for 13
counties. However, in three counties, more than 5,000 acres would require such a
designation--Fresno, San Benito, and Shasta. This goal could be achieved largely through
changes in public land management. Only 8,320 acres of private land in 8 counties would
require redesignation (Appendix Table C-3d).
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I
I Figure 4a. Distribution of Blue Oak-Foothill Pine Woodland
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I     Figure 4b. Concentration of Public Ownership: Blue Oak-Foothill Pine
Wood|and
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I Figure 4c. Concentration of Reserved Lands: Blue Oak-Foothill Pine
Woodland
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VALLEY OAK WOODLAND

Figure 5a portray] the distribution of valley oak woodland mapped by Pillsbury and others
(1991). It covers only 251,000 acres and occurs in 17 counties. The area of valley oak
woodland by ownership is reported for the state as a whole in Appendix A and for each
county in Appendix B.

Figure 5b portrays the relative concentration of public ownership of valley oak woodland
by county; i.e., the proportion of county valley oak woodland in public ownership
compared to the proportion of valley oak woodland in public ownership over the entire
state. Public ownership of valley oak woodland is relatively low. Only 28,000 acres of
valley oak woodland (10 percent of the state valley oak woodland) are publicly owned. Of
the 17 counties with valley oak woodlands, eight counties (nearly half) have none under
public ownership.

The concentration of public ownership in valley oak woodland is highly skewed. Only
one county (Monterey) has a greater than expected level of public ownership in valley oak
woodland (Appendix Table C-4a). Figure 5c portrays the relative concentration of reserved
valley oak woodland by county; i.e., the proportion of county valley oak woodland
publicly owned and not generally managed for commodity production compared to the
proportion of such land over the entire state.

oak woodland is better than most woodland 12,000Valley protectedbyreserves types;
acres of valley oak woodland (5 percent of the state valley oak woodland) are reserved.
But this protection is highly concentrated. Only two counties (Monterey and Santa Clara)
have greater than expected levels of reserved valley oak woodland, while 15 have lower
than expected levels (Appendix Table C-4b). Of these 15 counties, 11 (65 percent of the
counties with this woodland type) have no reserved valley oak woodland.

In order to reserve in each county a proportion of the valley oak woodland area equal to
that of reserved hardwood rangelands in the state as a whole, a total of 5,597 acres of

oak woodland would need be reserved in 15 countiesvalley to designated (Appendix
Table C-4c). Less than 300 acres per county would be required for 10 counties. A
maximum of 2,610 acres would be required in Kern County. While this goal could be
achieved largely through changes in public land management, private land is
proportionally more important than in previous hardwood rangeland cover types. A total of
1,646 acres of private land in 13 counties would require redesignation (Appendix Table C-
4d).

I 16

C--053431
C-053431



Figure 5a. Distribution of Valley Oak Woodland

~gource: Pill~bury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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Figure 5b. Concentration of Public Ownership: Valley Oak Woodland
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Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and F2~4P Information and~4nalysis System

I Figure 5c. Concentration of Reserved Lands: Valley Oak Woodland
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COASTAL OAK WOODLAND

Figure 6a portrays the distribution of coastal oak woodland mapped by Pillsbury and others
(1991). It covers 2,I58,000 acres and occurs in 27 counties. The area of coastaI oak
woodland by ownership is reported for the state as a whole in Appendix A and for each
county in Appendix B. Figure 6b portrays the relative concentration of public ownership of
coastal oak woodland by county; i.e., the proportion of county coastal oak woodland in
public ownership compared to the proportion of coastal oak woodland in public ownership
over the entire state.

Relatively more coastal oak woodland is in public ownership than other hardwood
rangeland cover types; 467,000 acres of coastal oak woodland (22 percent of the state
coastal oak woodland) are publicly owned. Of the 27 counties with coastal oak woodland,
four counties have none under public ownership (Humboldt, San Bernardino, Yolo, and
Fresno).

The concentration of public ownership in coastal oak woodland is skewed. Only seven
counties have greater than expected levels of public ownership, while 20 have lower than
expected levels (Appendix Table C-5a). Most of the counties with greater than expected
levels of public ownership of coastal oak woodland are found on the Central and Southern
Coasts. Figure 6c portrays the relative concentration of reserved coastal oak woodland by
county; i.e., the proportion of county coastal oak woodland publicly owned and not
managed generally for commodity production compared to the proportion of such land over
the entire state.

Coastal oak woodland has the highest rate of reserved ownership relative to other hardwood
rangeland cover types: 139,164 acres of coastal oak woodland (6 percent of the state coastal
oak woodland area) are reserved. But the reserved status is quite concentrated. Only six
counties have greater than expected levels of reserved coastal oak woodland, while 21 have
lower than expected levels (Appendix Table C-5b). Of these 21 counties, 10 (nearly half)
have no reserved coastal oak woodland. The counties with greater than expected levels of
reserved coastal oak woodland are in_she Diablo Range and on the Southern Coast.

Counties with greater than expected public ownership but lower than e~pected reserved
coastal oak woodland (i.e., a large pool of potential reserve land but low actual reserve
levels) include Santa Barbara, Monterey, and Lake. Counties with greater than expected
levels of reserved lands but lower than expeeted levels of public land include Contra Costa
and Santa Clara.
In order to reserve in each county a proportion of the coastal oak woodland equal to that of
reserved hardwood in the total of 13 additional ofrangelands state whole,a a 20,7 acres
coastal oak woodland would need to be designated as reserved in 18 counties (Appendix
Table C-5c). Less than 2,000 acres per county would be required for 15 counties, while in
one county (San Benito) more than 5,000 acres would require such a designation. This goal
could be aehieved largely through changes in public land management, but 4,241 acres of
private land in 12 counties would require redesignation (Appendix Table C-5d).
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I Figure 6a. Distribution of Coastal Oak Woodland
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I
Figure 6b. Concentration of Public Ownership: Coastal Oak Woodland
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I ~ource: Pillsbury. 1991, and F}U~° Information and Analysis System

I Figure 6c. Concentration of Reserved Lands: Coastal Oak Woodland
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I INTERIORAND/OR CANYON LIVE OAK WOODLAND

Figure 7a portrays the distribution of interior and/or canyon live oak woodland mapped by
I Pillsbury and others (1991). It covers 1,671,000 acres and occurs in 33 counties. The area

of interior and/or canyon live oak woodland by ownership is reported for the state as a

¯
whole in Appendix A and for each county in Appendix B.

¯ Figure 7b portrays the relative concentration of public ownership of interior and/or canyon
live oak woodland by county; i.e., the proportion of county interior and/or canyon live oak

I woodland in public ownership compared to the proportion of interior and/orlivecanyon
oak woodland in public ownership over the entire state. A large proportion of interior and/
or canyon live oak woodland is publicly owned; 359,000 acres of interior and/or canyonI live oak woodland (22 percent of the state interior and/or canyon live oak woodland area)
are publicly owned. Of the 33 counties with interior and/or canyon live oak woodland, four

i counties have none under public ownership (Shasta, Humboldt, Solano, and Santa Clara).

The concentration of public ownership of interior and/or canyon live oak woodland is
skewed. Only 12 counties have greater than expected levels of public ownership while 21

I have lower than expected levels Table C-6a). Most of the counties with(Appendix greater
than expected levels of public ownership of interior and/or canyon live oak woodland are
in the southern half of the state. Figure 7e portrays the relative concentration of reservedI interior and!or canyon live oak woodland by county; i.e., the proportion of county interior
and/or canyon live oak woodland publicly owned and not generally managed for

i commodity production compared to the proportion of such land over the entire state.

Interior and!or canyon live oak woodland has a moderate rate of reserved ownership
relative to other hardwood rangeland cover type--71,000 acres of interior and!or canyon

I live oak woodland (4 of the state interior and/or live oak woodland area)percent canyon
are reserved. Eleven counties have greater than expected levels of reserved interior and!or
canyon live oak woodland, while 22 have lower than expected levels (Appendix Table C-

I 6b). Of these 22 counties, 16 (more than three-quarters) have no reserved interior and/or
canyon live oak woodland. The counties with greater than expected levels of reserved
interior and/or canyon live oak woodland are in the Northern Sacramento Valley, Central

I Coast, Southern Sierra, and in Southern California.

Counties with greater than expected public ownership but lower than expected reservedI interior and!or live oak woodland of land butcanyon (i.e.,alargepool potentialreserve
low actual reserve levels), include Tuolumne, Kern, Sierra, and Los Angeles. Counties

i with greater than expected levels of reserved lands but lower than expected levels of public
land (i.e., a strong emphasis on reserving public lands) include Butte, Yuba, and Alameda.

I
I
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Figure 7a. Distribution of Interior and/or Canyon Live Oak Woodland
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Figure 7b. Concentration of Public Ownership: Interior and/or Canyon Live
Oak Woodland
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I Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System

I                 Figure 7c. Concentration of Reserved Lands: Interior and/or Canyon Live
Oak Woodland
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In order to reserve in each county a proportion of the interior and/or canyon live oak
woodland equal to that of reserved hardwood rangelands in the state as a whole, a total of
39,285 additional acres of interior and/or canyon live oak woodland would need to be
designated as reserved in 22 counties (Appendix Table C-6c). Less than 2,000 acresper
county would be required for 13 counties. More than 4,000 acres would require such a
designation in Calaveras, E1 Dorado, and Mendocino. Very little private land would be
needed to achieve this goal---only 1,481 acres of private land eight counties wouldin
require redesignation (Appendix Table C-6d).

!
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MONTANE HARDWOOD MIX

Figure 8a portrays the distribution of montane hardwood mix as mapped by Pillsbury and
others (1991). It covers 409,000 acres and occurs in 16 counties. The area of montane
hardwood mix by ownership is reported for the state as a whole in Appendix A and for
each county in Appendix B. As noted earlier, this represents a partial mapping of the
species group and should not be used for policy development.

Figure 8b portrays the relative concentration of public ownership of montane hardwood
mix by county; i.e., the proportion of county montane hardwood mix in public ownership
compared to the proportion of montane hbxdwood mix in public ownership over the entire
state. In California, 31,000 acres of montane hardwood mix (7 percent of the state montane
hardwood mix) are publicly owned. Of the 16 counties with montane hardwood mix, four
counties have none under public ownership (San Mateo, Santa Clara, Yolo, and E1
Dorado).

The concentration of public ownership of montane hardwood mix is skewed. Only five
counties have greater than expected levels of public ownership in montane hardwood mix,
while 11 have lower than expected levels (Appendix Table C-7). Figure 8c portrays the
relative concentration of reserved montane hardwood mix by county; i.e., the proportion of
county montane hardwood mix publicly owned and not generally managed for commodity
production compared to the proportion of such land over the entire state.

In California, only 4,000 acres of montane hardwood mix (less than 1 percent of the state
montane hardwood mix) are reserved. Only two counties (Sonoma and Monterey) have
greater than expected levels of reserved montane hardwood mix, while 14 have lower than
expected levels (Appendix Table C-7b). Of these 14 counties, 11 have no reserved montane
hardwood mix.

Counties with greater than expected public ownership but lower than expected reserved
montane hardwood mix (i.e., a large pool of potential reserve land but low actual reserve
levels) include Solano, Mendocino, Yuba, and Lake. Only Sonoma has a greater than
expected level of reserved montane hardwood mix but a lower than expected level of
public land.

In order to reserve in each county a proportion of the montane hardwood mix equal to that
of reserved hardwood rangelands in the state as a whole, a total of 14,315 additional acres
would need be reserved in the 14 counties with less than levels ofto designated expected
reserved montane hardwood mix (Appendix Table C-7c). Less than 1,000 acres per county
would be required for 10 counties. However, in two counties (Mendocino and Napa), more
than 3,000 acres would require such a designation. In order to attain the state average
proportion of reserved hardwood rangelands in each county, only 2,168 acres of private
land would require redesignation (Appendix Table C-7d) with most of that (1,375 acres) in
Humboldt County.
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I
~ource: Pillsbury. 1991, and F~P [n/ormation and Analysis System
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!
i Figure 8b. Concentration of Public Ownership: Montane Hardwood Mix
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Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System

I
Figure 8c. Concentration of Reserved Lands: Montane Hardwood Mix
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I SUMMARY OF STATE AND COUNTY RESERVED
HARDWOOD RANGELANDS

I When compared to other habitat types, hardwood rangelands are poorly protected under the
existing reserve system (Jones & Stokes Associates, 1987). Coastal oak woodland is the
most protected, while montane hardwood mix as mapped by Pillsbury and others (1991) is

I the least protected (Table 3).

Table 3. Percent of Hardwood Rangeland Cover Type in Reserved Status

Hardwood Rangeland Cover T_ _vpe percent Reserved

All hardwood rangelands 4.0

Blue oak woodland 3.1
Blue oak-foothill pine woodland 3.3
Valley oak woodland 4.8
Coastal oak woodland 6.4
Interior and/or canyon live oak woodland 4.2
Montane hardwood mix 1.0

I Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRP~P Information and Analysis System

I . The spatial concentration of reserved lands differs between woodland types (Table 4).
Reserved ownership is most concentrated for valley oak woodland and montane hardwood
mix and most dispersed for interior and/or canyon live oak woodland.

!
Table 4. Percentage of Counties with Greater Than Expected Concentration

I of Reserved Ownership by Hardwood Rangeland Cover Type

Percentage of Counties

I H~rdwood Rangeland Cover T_ _vpe with Concentration > 1

All hardwood rangelands 25.5

I Blue oakwoodland 27.3
Blue oak-foothill pine woodland 18.7
Valley oak woodland I 1.8

I Coastal oak woodland 22.2
Interior and/or canyon live oak woodland 33.3
Montane hardwood mix 12.5

I Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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Table 5. Counties Ranked According to Protection of Hardwood Rangelands
t~ro~gh Rese~es

ALL BLUE INTERIOR
HARDWOOD BLUE OAK- VALLEY COASTAL ANDIOR     MONTANE
RANGELAND OAK FOO~ OAK OAK CANYON LIVE HARDWOOD

COLrNTY RANK RANK PINE RANK RANK RANK OAK RANK MIX RANK

SAN DIEGO 1 2 1 5
SANTA CRUZ 1 4 4 1
CONTRA COSTA 1 1 1 1
TEHAMA 1 1 1 4 1
VEN’ITYP-~ I 1 5 4 1
STANISLAUS ¯ 1 2 1 5 1
SANTA CLARA 1 2 4 2 I 5 5
RIVERSIDE 1 5 1 1
SAN BERNARDINO 2 5 2
YUBA 2 1 1 2 5
MONTEREY 2 1 4 1 3 1 1
TULARE 2 4 1 1

SONOMA 3 3 5 I
MAP.IN 3 5 3
BUTI~ 3 4 2
NEVADA 3 5 3 5
SAN LUIS OBISPO 3 2 5 34
SANTA BARBARA 3 4 2 5 4
ALAMEDA 3 5 3 5 4 2
PLACER 4 5 4
MERCED 4 2 4 5
MADERA 4 3 5 4
LOS ANGELES 4 4 5 4 3
MARIPOSA 4 4 5 5
FRESNO 4 4 5 5 1
COLUSA 4 4 5 5
KERN 4 4 5 5 5
SAN BENITO 4 4 5 5 4 5 4
MENDOC~O 4 5 5 5 4
EL DORADO 4 5 4 4 5
SHASTA 4 5 4 5
TUOLUMNE 4 5 5 4
NAPA 4 5 5 5 ~ 5 4
SIERRA 5 5
ORANGE 5 5
TR!N1TY 5 5 5
HUMBOLDT 5 5 5 5
SOLANO 5 5 5 5
GLENN 5 5 5
~INGS 5 5 5
SAN JOAQUI~ 5 ¯ 5 5
AMADOR 5 5 5 5
CALAVERAS 5 5 5 5
SACRAMENTO 5 5 5 5
YOLO 5 5 5 5 5
LAKE 5 5 5 5 5 5

Rank 1 - Relative Concentration Reserved Land > 2.0
Rank 2 o Relative Concentration Reserved Land > 1.0 and < 2.0
Rank 3 - Relative Concentration Reserved Land > 0.5 and < 1.0
Rank 4 - Relative Concentration Reserved Land > 0.0 and < 0.5
Rank 5 - Relative Concentration Reserved Land = 0.0
. Covertype notpresent

Note: Counties with less than 500 acres of a particular hardwood mngeland cover type (see Table A-2 and Appendix B)
are ranked in this table according to the actual acreage of the hardwood rangeland cover type within the county.

Source: FPOZ4P Information and ~nalysis System
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I Table 5 ranks counties according to the relative concentration of reserved ownership of
hardwood rangelands in general, and five major cover types in particular. Ranks 1 and 2
indicate greater than expected concentration whil~ ranks 3 to 5 indicate lower than
expected concentration. Rank 5 indicates absence of lands in reserved status.

Even in counties with higher than average proportions of reserved hardwood rangelands,
not all hardwood rangeland cover types are equally protected. For instance, Riverside
County has the highest proportion of reserved hardwood rangelands in the state (Table C-
la). However, none of the blue oak woodland within the county is reserved. Contra Costa
reserves a greater than expected proportion of all extant hardwood rangeland cover types.
San Diego, Yuba, Tehama, Stanislaus, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Tulare reserve a
greater than average proportion of all but one of the hardwood rangeland cover types
extant within their borders.

While counties with less than average amounts of reserved hardwood rangelands do
occasionally have high protection rates for individual cover types (e.g., interior and/or
canyon live oak woodland in Fresno), poor overall protection translates generally into poor
protection for each cover type. With the exception of Monterey and Santa Clara, counties
that contain all five cover types (San Benito, Lake, and Napa) have little or no reserved
lands.

Reserving an area of each hardwood rangeland cover type in each county proportional to
that of hardwood rangelands reserved over the entire state would protect each hardwood
rangeland cover type equally throughout its range. This policy would require 224,884 acres
of newly designated reserves, affecting all hardwood rangeland counties except Contra
Costa (Table 6). This figure exceeds the 199,473 acres cited on page 7 since it embodies an
equal level of protection for each hardwood rangeland cover type and not just for all
hardwood rangelands treated as a single class. In those counties with greater than average
proportions of reserved hardwood rangelands, only one or two cover types require
additional reservation. The median amount of land to be reserved is small (2,463 acres),
but in 1 than would need be reserved. Of these1 countiesmore 7,000acres to designated
11, eight are in the Central and Southern Sierra (Amador, Calaveras, Tuolumne, Mariposa,
Madera, Fresno, Tulare, and Kern).

The amount of private land implicated in such a strategy would be slight (Table 7). Less
than 12 percent of the total (26,495 acres) would need to be found on private land. Less
than 10 acres 9fprivate land would be required in 17 counties, some of which (Mendocino,
Fresno, Kern, and Tulare) appear high on the list of counties requiring large amounts of
reserved land. The median amount of private land required to reach the target is 163 acres.
Only four counties require more than 2,000 acres (Shasta, Amador, Mariposa, and
Alameda).
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I                       Table 6. Additional Acres of Reserved Hardwood Rangelands Needed to Achieve

~Protection Equal to the State Average, by County

COUNTY RESERVED ACRES NEEDED

KERN 28850

I FRESNO 16856
SAN BENITO 15788
MENDOCINO 15033
CALAVERAS 12747

I TULARE 12535
MARIPOSA 11753
SHASTA 10224

i TUOLUMNE 9444
MADERA 8362
AMADOR 7186

l NAPA 6216

I COLUSA 5896
SANTA BARBARA 5807
EL DORADO 5676

!1

GLENN 5346
LAKE 4812
PLACER 4023

II

YOLO 3988
SAN LUIS OBISPO 3521
SONOMA 3045
BUTI’E 2966
ALAMEDA 2681

I MONTEREY 2463
SANTA CLARA 2216
MERCED 2177

I HUMBOLDT 2135
NEVADA 1852

~1 LOS ANGELES 1819
SOLANO 1805

I ¯ ORANGE 1620
SAN JOAQUIN 1580
SACRAMENTO 940
TRINITY 806
KINGS 660
MARIN 448
SAN DIEGO 263
STANISLAUS 255
VENTURA 250
SANTA CRUZ 228
SAN BERNARDINO 227
SAN MATEO 187
SIERRA 103
TEHAMA 46

I YUBA 40
RIVERSIDE 11
CONTRA COSTA 0

Source: FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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Table 7. Additional Acres of Private Reserved Hardwood Rangelands Needed to
Achieve Protection Equal to the State Average, by County

COUNTY PRIVATE ACRES NEEDED

SHASTA 4539
AMADOR 3439
MARIPOSA 2185
ALAMEDA 2044
SAN BENITO 1860
HUMBOLDT 1810
SAN JOAQUIN 1580
BIYFFE 1530
YOLO 1394
CALAVERAS 711
SACRAMENTO 619
TRINITY 536
NAPA 472
MARIN 448
NEVADA 446
SOLANO 418
SAN LUIS OBISPO 339
MERCED 327
STANISLAUS 255
SANTA CRUZ 228
SAN BERNARDIHO 227
PLACER 198
SAN MATEO 187
EL DORADO 163
LOS ANGELES 160
VENTURA 130
SAN DIEGO 127
SANTA CLARA 58
TEHAMA 46

COLUSA 12

MENDOCINO 3
LAKE 2
FRESNO !
KERN 0

TUOLUMNE 0
MADERA 0
SANTA BARBARA 0
GLENN 0
SONOMA 0
MONTEREY 0
ORANGE 0
KINGS 0
SIERRA 0
YUBA 0

CONTRA COSTA 0

Source: FRRA.P Infor~ation a~l Analys~ $ys~m
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APPENDIX A: HARDWOOD RANGELAND ACRES FOR CALIFORNIA

TABLE A-1. HARDI~O(X) RANGELAND ACRES FOR CALIFORNIA     (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

¯ CANOPY COVER

OkIIER (2,4.) gOOOLAND TYPE (3,4.) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 1258 90] ~65 45 2669
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 695 706 4.34 65 1901
VALLEY OAK 96 7/’ 4.3 7 2~’~
COAST LIVE OAK 637 4.82 394. 178 1690
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 202 307 50~ 299 1312
NONTANE HARDk/O00 NIX 29 67 115 166 377
ALL SPECIES (1) 2917 254.1 1954. 760 8172

BUREAU OF LAND FIGHT BLUE OAK 93 4.0 18 3 154.
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 114. 95 27 6 24.0
VALLEY OAK 1 2 -
COAST LIVE OAK Z] 12 10 5 51
INTERIOR/CAHYON LIVEOAK 12 19 24. 25 80
NONTANE HARDk!O00MIX 1 2 2 9 14.
ALL SPECIES (1) 2~4 166 82 4.8 54.2

)EPT OF DEFENSE BLUE OAK’ ~ 4.2 14. - 90
BLUE ON(-FOOTHILLPINE 7 6 3 1 17
VALLEY OAK 1 - 1
COAST LIVE OAK 18 18 15 1 52
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 10 9 5 2 26
ALL SPECIES (1) 70 76 37 4. 187

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC BLUE OAK 5 2 1 - 8
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 9 3 2 1 14.
VALLEY OAK " " "
COAST LIVE OAK 32 10 11 5                57
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK 6 4. 6 7 24.
NONTANE HARDt~X~O NIX - 1
ALL SPECIES (I) 53 19 19 16 105

FOREST SERVICE RESERVED BLUE OAK 36 26 6 - 68
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6 9 6 1 20
VALLEY OAK 1 7 - 8
COAST LIVE OAK 36 13 9 1 60
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK 14. 5 11 8
NONTANE HARDk~O NIX - 3 -
ALL SPECIES (1) 93 61 36 10 197

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 100 85 39 7 2~1
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 17 18 7 1 44
VALLEY OAK 3 3 5 - 10
COAST LIVE OAK 116 4.7 19 2 184
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK 48 41 44 29 162
NONTANE HARD~,/O00 NiX - 2 Z
ALL SPECIES (1) 284. 194. 114. 62

OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED BLUE OAK 16 6 "4 1 26
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 15 23 6 -
VALLEY OAK 3 - 1
COAST LIVE OAK 5 8 4. 5 22
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 3 6 9
ALL SPECIES (1) 60 ]9 19 5 10]

8o-rce: P~lJ.zbu~ o.mJ od~rXo 299], m~Z FRR,4P ln.[orn~don m~ ,,lrm/ysLr
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I
TABLE A-1. (contfnued) HARDIXXX) RANGELAND ACRES FOR CALIFORNIA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~ CANOPY ~R

OI~NER (2r41                                        g~OLAND TYPE     (3,41             0-10                                                 76-1001 TOTAL (

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 8 2 2 1 12
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 17 14 1 1 ]4

i VALLEY OAK I " 1
COAST LZVE OAK 22 11 6 3 42
INTERIOR/CANYO~I L]VEOAK 9 8 4 21

!-~ NONTANE HARD~KX)O M[X 2 2 i’ 11
¯ ALL SPECIES (1) 56 37 15 11 120

ALL OMNERS (1) BLUE OAK 1550 1105 547 56 3259
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 880 873 48~ 77 2513
VALLEY OAK 106 89 49 7 251
COAST LIVE OAK 890 601 /,,08 1~9 2158
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK 301 396 60/, 370 161’1
MONTANE HARD~,KXX) MiX 31 71 122 185 409
ALL SPECIES (1) 3758 3114 2273 895 10060

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~IER/E/OOOLAND TYPE CI~(BINATIOR INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDk~X]OS BELOW/5000 FOOT ELEVATION I~ERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O!~NER AND I~LAND TYPES ARE:

OI,~IE._.._.~R I,/OOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDI/OOO MiX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

Ck/NERSHIPS MITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH &GAHE
CA DEPT OF FOI~ESTRY F]SH& ~ILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury and others, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysi~ ~ystem

A-2
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TABLE A’2. HARDI, KXX) RANGELAND ACRES BY C~JNTY FOR CALIFORNIA (TH~JSANDS OF ACRES)
I, JOOOLAND TYPE (2.3)

BLUE OAK - COAST LIVE INTERIOR/CANYON NQNTANE
COUNTIES BLUE OAK FOOTHILL PINE VALLEY OAK         OAK LIVE OAK’ NARDUO00 NIX TOTAL(l)

- 43 - 55 32 131
~INE " "

38 79 - 61 178
5 82 - 1/,3 230

~S 74 102 - 141 316
65 84 - i 1~9

COSTA 14 14 - 52 81
NORTE "

DORADO 4 25 - 149 1 1"78
’RESNO 222 222 " 49 l 493

96 37 - 133
- 4 6 57 67

IMPERIAL " i "
NYO " I "

592 26 65 38 J 721
:INGS 15 2 . I 16

29 49 12 27 3 119

ANGELES 3/, 1 15 20 70
137 89 - - 58 28~

2 59 62
POSA 130 80 - - 89 299

1 104 105 164 374
NERCED 39 25 31 96

HONO o
14~iTEREY 487 87 33 207 83 Z3 921
NAPA 23 30 1 4 8 92 159
NEVN)A 9 124 6 139
ORANGE - 40 40
PLACER 5 - " 100 105
PLU!~S -
RIVERSIDE - /~ 28 72
SACRAMENTO 8 7 - " 9 23
:SAN BENITO 40 217 9 169 3 437
SAN BERNARD[NO - 6 12 18

O IEGO - - 294 19 7 320
SAN FR~NCI SCO ....
, SAN JOAQU[N 19 22 - 39
SAN LUIS OBXSPO 26~ 80 8 351 724

HATEO - - 7 4 11
SANTA BARBARA 30 8 25 282 :345
SANTA CLARA 11 57 63 189 1 321
SANTA CRUZ - - 7 12 20
SHASTA 55 212 - 4 287
SIERRA - ~ - :3 3
SISKIYQU - - - : -
~OLANO - 9 10 25 45
SOROHA - 110 76 26 211
STANISLAUS 72 63 6 4 i 145
SUTTER . .
TEHAHA 282 332 :3 17 633
TRINITY - 7 13 20
TULARE 357 110 - 69 ~ 536
TUOLU~NE 60 87 - 87
VENTURA 13 1 8 91 113
YOLO 45 41 - 3 9 i
~Y~JBA 2 12 - - 80 1 95
(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING
(2) ABSENCE OF ~LAND ACREAGE INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT
(3) ONLY HARDUO00S BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE NAPPED

Source: Pillsbury and od~r~, 1~1, ond FRRAP Information
and ,’~Jys~s .System A-3
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APPENDIX B: HARDWOOD RANGELAND ACRES BY COUNTY FOR CALIFORNI~

TABLE B-1. HARD~JO00 RANGELAND ACRES FOR ALAHEOk (THOUSANDS OFACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

OilIER (6) IJOOOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 19 16 8 1 62
COAST LIVE OAK 6 7 22 22 55
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 9 6 13 2 31
ALL SPECIES (1) 32 26 44 25 127

BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE - - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) - 1

~THER PUBLIC RESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 - - 1
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 1 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 1 3

~LL O~NERS (1) BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 20 16 8 1 63
COAST LIVE OAK 6 7 22 22 55
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 9 7 16 2 32
ALL SPECIES (1) ~ 28 44 25 131

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OI~IER/MO(X)LAND TYPE CONB[NATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY NARDk~X~DS BELOIJ5000 FOOT ELEVATION k~RENAPPED

(6) THE POSS[BLE OMNER AND NOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

OUNE..._~R IJOCOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NG~tT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDNOOO NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~IERSHIPS NITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & NILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

,Source: Pilbbury, 1991, and.FRRAP ln./’orma~on and Analysi~ ,Syz~.m

B-1
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TABLE B-2. NARDUO00 P.ANGELAND ACRES FO~ ANADOR (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

Y. CANOPY COVER

O~dNER (4) I,~(XX)LAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

:~RIVATE BLUE OAK 22 11 4 1 38
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 41 6 2,3 8 78
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 7 11 30 8 56
ALL SPECIES (1) 70 28 57 17 172

BUREAU OF LAND HONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE - - 1
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK - 1 1 2 5
ALL SPEC[ES (1) - 1 2 3 6

IkLL OMNERS (1) BLUE OAK 2] 11 4 1 38
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE ~tl 6 2] 9 7~
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 7 12 31 11 61
ALL SPECIES (1) 71 29 58 20 178

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OI,~IER/I,~)OOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDI,/O00S BELOW5000 FOOT ELEVATION t/ERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE Oi~NER AND ~IOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

O~IE.._._.~R ~,/(X]O LAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MONT BLUE OAK-FOOTH[LL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTER]OR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FO!~EST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE NARDI~O00
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS MITHIN THE ItOTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & MILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis SystemB_2
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TABLE B-3. HARDMOCO RANGELAND ACRES FOR BUTTE (THOUSANDS OFACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

(X/NER (4) WOCOLAND TYPE (2t3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 0 5 0 0 5
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE ’29 38 10 3 80
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 7 21 53 ~,~ 125
ALL SPECIES (1) 37 6/+ 63 47 210

BUREAU OF LAND HC44T BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PiNE 1 - 1
INTERIOR/CANYONLiVE OAK 1 2 1 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 1 2 1 5

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 1 1 2 3 7
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 2 3 7

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 1 3 4 8
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 3 4 8

kLL OMNERS (1) BLUE OAK 0 5 0 0 5
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 31 38 10 3 82
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 9 24 59 51 143
ALL SPECIES (1) 39 67 70 54 230

(]) TOTALS ~4AY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~NER/I~OOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARD~)OOS BELOMSOOO FOOT ELEVATION ~ERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OMNER AND ~OLAND TYPES ARE:

O~4ER WOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MGMT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED HONTANE NARDE~OOD NiX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA’DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

I Source: PilJsbury, 1991, on~ FRR~P In:o.,,~on ~ A,,~ ~.,,,

13-3
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TABLE B-4. HARDMOQO RANGE[AND ACRES FOR CALAVERAS (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

O~NER (4) ~OD[AND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)I

)RIVATE BLUE OAK 36 ~6 10 71
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
INTERIOR/CANYON LI~ ~K 15 14 ~ 56 121
ALL SPECIES (1)

~R~U OF LAND N~T BLUE ~K 1
BLUE ~K’F~THILL PINE
[NTERI~/~NY~ LI~ ~K 2 1 2        10        16
ALL SPECIES (1) 4 2 3 10 19

)EPT OF DEFENSE BLUE ~K - -
BLUE ~K-F~THILLPINE 1 3 1                                       6

ALL SPECIES (1) 2 5 3 10

~LL ~ERS (1) BLUE ~ 37 26
BLUE ~K-F~THILL PINE 31 38 ~ 10 102

ALL SPECIES (1) ~ 81 ~ 76 316

(1) TOTALS MAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OI~ER/I~OOLAND TYPE CQI4BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY NARDWO00S BELOU 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE MAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND WOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

OUNE....__~R ~O[AND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MGNT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDin300 NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OWNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITYe REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTYt CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

¯ ~mrce: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysi~ A’ystem

B4
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TABLE B-5. HARDWOOD RANGELAND ACRES FOR COLUSA (THOUSANDS OFACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

OI~IER (4) W(X)OLAND TYPE (2.3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 9 15 36 60
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 16
ALL SPECIES (1) 25 35 66 8

BUREAU OF LAND MGHT BLUE OAK - - 4
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 3 5 1 1 11
ALL SPECIES (1) 4 6 5 1 15

ALL O~NERS (1) BLUE OAK 10 15 40 65
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 19 25 31 8 84
ALL SPECIES (1) 30 40 71 8 149

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OMNER/IJOOOLAND TYPE COI4BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) OflLY BARDWOOOS BELCA,/5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~,~ER AND WO(X)LAND TYPES ARE:            .-

01JNER W(X]OLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGNT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NO~TANE HARDk~X]O NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OWNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION C(XJNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REG]ONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and b"gl~P lnforraaaon a~t Analysis Sys~’m

B-5
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TABLE B-6. HARDWO00 RAMGELAND ACRES FOR CONTRA COSTA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

¯ CANOPY COVER

OMNER (4) UOOOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 6 1 5 - 1:3
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILLPINE - 5 6 1 12
COAST LIVE OAK 9 1/* 11 11 /.5
ALL SPECIES (1) 15 20 22 12 69

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE - 1 1 - 2
COAST LIVE OAK 1 1 - 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 1 /,

OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED BLUE OAK 1 - 1 2
COAST LIVE OAK - 1 2 2 5
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 3 2 7

ALL O~ERS (1) BLUE OAK 7 1 6 1/*
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE - 6 7 1 1/*
COAST LIVE OAK 10 16 13 13 52
ALL SPECIES (1) 17 23 26 1/, 81

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O!,/NER/WOOOLAND TYPE CO~4BINATIOR INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDI~)OOS BELOW 5000 FOOT ELEVAT]ON I~RE HAPPED

(/*)’THE POSSIBLE OI~NER AND I~)OOLAND TYPES ARE:

OUNE____.~R WOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARDWO00 NiX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OI~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE ==OTHER PUBLICu CLASSES=

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAI4ATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & G,M4E
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERV[CE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System

B-6
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TABLE B-7. HARD~XX) RANGELAND ACRES FOR EL DORADO (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

OMNER (4) ~:X~OLANO TYPE (2w3) TOTAL (1)

)RIVATE BLUE OAK
BLUE OAK’FOOTHILL PINE 6
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 31 32 6~ 14 140
MONTANE HARDt,K)QO MIX 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 39 k6 68 15 167

BUREAU OF LAND MGNT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 "
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 2 2 2 6
ALL SPECIES (1)

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1
ALL SPECIES (1) - 1 2

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED      INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 1 1         2
ALL SPECIES {1) 1 1 1 2

ALL OWNERS (1) BLUE OAK 2 - -
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 7 15 4 25
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 31 ;Ik 67 17 149
MONTANE HARDt,~XX) MIX 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 40 49 7~ 18 178

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OWNER/WOOOLAND TYPE CQHBINATION INDICATESLESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDWO00S BELOM 5000 FOOT ELEVATION ~ERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OMNER AND !,~X~OLAND TYPES ARE:

WOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MGNT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARDI~)OD MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O,/NERSHIPS WITHIN THE ==OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION COUNTY, CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COONTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAME
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

.Source: Pillsbury, J.~I, and FRP~P Information and Analysis System

B-7
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TABLE B-8. HkRDI,~O0 RkNGELkND ACRES FOR FRESNO (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

X CANOPY COVER

t! OMNER (4)                                               I,/(XX)LAND TYPE (2,3) < 10 10-33 ~.-75 76-100 TOTAL (1)

~RIVATE BLUE OAK /,8 91 37 2 178
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 96 61 6 16.:3

II INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 3 18 2 2:3

I~REAU OF LAND .~"TBLUE OAK 3 ~ ~ 7BLUE OAK-FOOT.ILL Pi.E~ ~ ~ ~
INTERIOr/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 1

~=EST SERVICE RESERVEDBLUE OAK 1 - - 1I.TERIOR~CANYON LIVE OAK- ~ ~ ~

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 13 19 3 1 36
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE " - 1

~
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK " 2 15 2 20
ALL SPECIES (1) 14 21 18 3 56

~THER PUBLIC UNRESERVED BLUE OAK’FOOTHILL PiNE 1 1 - 2
ALL SPECIES (1) ’ 1 1 " 2

~
LL O~ERS (1) BLUE OAK 65 113 41 4 222

BLUE OAK’FOOTHILL PINE 131 8] 8 " 222
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 5 35 8 49
ALL SPECIES (1) 198 201 8/* 12 493

~ (1) TOTALS MAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

~
(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~NER/WCX3OLAND TYPE COMBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500ACRES PRESENT

(3) ORLY HARDUO00S BELC~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION UERE MAPPED

~
(4) THE POSSIBLE Oq~IER AND WOCOLAND TYPES ARE:

OUNE.~R k~3OOLAND TYPE

~ PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGMT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK

~ FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
!FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE NARDWOOO MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

I OI~ERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

~ UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLARATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE

I CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

C--053460
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TABLE B-9. HARDiZ~CO RANGELAND ACRESFOR GLENN (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

O~IER (4) ~/OOOLAND TYPE (2°3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 33 30 21 4 88
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 7 11 13 31
ALL SPECIES (1) 40 41 3~ 4 119

BUREAU OF LAND HGNT BLUE OAK 2 - 2 5
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 1 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 1 4 7

]EPT OF DEFENSE BLUE OAK 1 - - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED     BLUE OAK 1 - - 2
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 3 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 1

~LL OMNERS (1) BLUE OAK 36 32 23 4 96
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 7 15 15 37
ALL SPEC[ES (1) 43 48 38 4 133

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~flER/I~:)COLAND TYPE CQI4BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARD~(]ODS BELOU 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OMNER AND ~XX)LAND TYPES ARE:

O~E.__..~R UOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDWOOO NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OIVNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

I
Source: Pillsbury, 1991, andFRRAP Information and Analysis System

B-9
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TABLE B-IO. flARDk~]O0 RANGELAND ACRES FOR HUHBOLDT (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

O~NER (4) I~X]OLAND TYPE (2.3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE COAST LIVE OAK 2 2 - 4
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 2 1 2 - 6
NONTANE HARDi,JOOO NIX 3 10 21 22 56
ALL SPECIES (1) 5 13 25 22 66

ALL O,,~NERS (1) COAST LIVE OAK - 2 2 - 4
INTERIOr/CANYON LIVE OAK 2 1 2 - 6
NONTANE HARD~(X30 N]X 3 10 21 22 56
ALL SPECIES (1) 5 13 ~.5 22 66

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OMNER/~)(X)LAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(H) ONLY HARDI~)OOS BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE 14APPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OI,/NER AND IdOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

~(X~OLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDI~(X~D NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OMNERSHIPS MITHIN THE UOTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BtJREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY~ CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & MILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System

B-IO
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TABLE B-11. HARD~.~O0 RANGELAND ACRES FOR KERN (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~ CANOPY �~N~R

OUNER (4)                IJOC]OLAND TYPE (2,3) < 10 10-33 3~-75 76-100 TOTAL (1)

)RIVATE BLUE OAK 275 111 67 9 462
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL P[NE 14 4 1 1 19
VALLEY OAK 23 26 12 - 62
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 3 11 3 2 19
ALL SPECIES (1) 315 152 83 12 562

]UREAU OF LAND HGNT BLUE OAK 35 14 4 - 53
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 - 2
VALLEY OAK 1 1 - 3
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 2 2 - 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 37 17 6 60

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 31 25 15 6 76
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 1 3 - 5
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 5 6 6 16
ALL SPECIES (1) 32 31 23 11 98

)THER PUBLIC UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 1

~LL OI~ERS (1) BLUE OAK 3/.2 150 86 15 592
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PiNE 16 5 4 1 26
VALLEY OAK 24 27 13 1 65
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 3 18 10 8 38
ALL SPECIES (1) 385 200 113 24 721

(1) TOTALS ~AY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN Ot~NER/IJOOOLAND TYPE CQI4BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDIJO(X)S BELOW/5000 FOOT ELEVATION I~ERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OUNER AND IJOOOLAND TYPES ARE:
O~NER k~3OLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED 14C~ITANE HARDI~O NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE =’OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GN4E
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & ~ILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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TABLE B-12. HARDMOCO RANGELAND ACRES FOR KINGS     (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~G~IC~Y COVER

O~NER (4) I,~OOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

~RIVATE BLUE OAK 7 5 1 13
BLUE OAK’FOOTHILL PINE
ALL SPECIES (1) 7 7 1 15

~REAUOF LAND HGNT BLUE OAK 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 - 2

ALL O~IERS (1) BLUE OAK 8 6 1 15
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 2 - 2
ALL SPECIES (I) 8 7 1 16

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN (X~IER/WOODLAND TYPE COHBINAT[ON INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDk~OOS BELOM 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O!,~NER AND MOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

tJOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA bEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDt~OD NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OI,/HERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITYe REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTYe CITY~ REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

$ource: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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~ CANOPY COVER

O~NER (4)                 ~,~XX)LAND TYPE (2,3) 76-100~ TOTAL

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 10 11 2 3 26
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6 21 11 2 40
COAST LIVE OAK 1 3 1 1 5
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 4 4 7 8 24
NONTANE HARDQI(XX) NIX - o 2 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 21 38 21 16 96

BUREAU OF LAND NONT BLUE OAK 2 1 3
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 4 3 1 9
COAST LIVE OAK 4 2 6
]NTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - - 1 2
140NTANE HARDIJO00 NIX 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 11 6 2 2 21

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
11

- 1 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 2

ALL OI~IERS (1) BLUE OAK 12 12 3 3 29
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 10 24 12 3 49
COAST LIVE OAK 5 5 1 1 12
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK 4 5 8 10 27
I~NTANE HARDQ/OUO MIX 1 - " 2 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 32 45 24 19 119

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~IER/IJ(XX)LAND TYPE COI4BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDI.~:X)S BELOMSO00 FOOT ELEVATION MERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~ER AND I~OOLAND TYPES ARE:

OIJNER i,~OOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND M~4T BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARDIJO00 MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OI~IERSHIPS ~ITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLN4ATION COUNTY, CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & ~ILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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TABLE B-14. HARDk~(X~O RANGELAND ACRES FOR LOS ANGELES (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

_OIJNER (4) M3OOLAND TYPE (2t3) < 10 10-33 34-75 76-100 TOTAL (1)

)RIVATE BLUE OAK 3 3 6 - 12
VALLEY OAK - 1 - 1
COAST LIVE OAK 5 3 6 15
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 2 1 2 - 5
ALL SPECIES (1) 10 8 8 6 32

:OREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 " 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 " - 1

-OREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 10 2 9 - 22
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 13 2 15
ALL SPECIES (1) 23 4 9 37

iLL O~/NERS (1) BLUE OAK
VALLEY OAK 1 I
COAST LXVE OAK 5 3 6 15
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 16 3 2 20
ALL SPECIES (1) 34 13 17 6 70

(1) TOTALS MAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN (~NER/IJOOOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDIJO00S BELOI,/ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE MAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND k~X~OLAND TYPES ARE:

O~IER I#O00LAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARDIJOOO MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O!~NERSHIPS ~ITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

OF ]ND]AN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICEBUREAU
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTYw CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTYw CITYe REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & UILDLIFE SERVICE

STATE LANDSOTHER
DEPT OF DEFENSE

I
8ource: Pillsbury, 1991, an~ FRRAP Information and Analy~i~ System
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I TABLE B-15. HARDMOO0 RANGELAND ACRES FOR HAl)ERA (THOUSANDS OFACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

O~NER (4)                                               WOOOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 45 51 32 1 128
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 30 ~6 8 84
INTERIOR/CANYO~ LIVE OAK 12 19 20 " 51
ALL SPECIES (1) 87 116 60 1 263

BUREUA OF LAND HGNT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 3 2 - - 4
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 2 1 - 6

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 1 2 2 - 5
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK I 2 1 1 6
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 4 4 1 11

OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED BLUE OAK 1 1 1 - 3
ALL SPEC[ES (1) 1 1 1 - 3

~LL O~IERS (1) BLUE OAK ~6 54 36 1 137
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 33 48 8 - 89
INTERIOR/CANYON L]VE OAK 13 21 22 1 58
ALL SPECIES (1) 93 123 65 2 28~

I                       (1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

l (2) ABSENCE OF AN OWNER/WOOOLAND TYPE CONBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDWO00S BELOW S000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OI~NER AND t~X]OLAND TYPES ARE:

WOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDtK~O NiX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

I OWNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY~ REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAME
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and AnoJ~.~
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I
i TABLE B-16. HARDMOOO RANGELAND ACRES FOR NAR]N (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

OWNER (4) WO(X)LAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

IRIVATE VALLEY OAK " - 2 2
COAST LIVE OAK e 11 16 22 57

_ kLL SPECIES (1) 8 11 19 22 59

dTHER PUBLIC RESERVED COAST LIVE OAK - 1 2
ALL SPECIES (1) - 1 2

ALL O~NERS (1) VALLEY OAK - 2
COAST LIVE OAK 8 11 17 2~ 59i ALL SPECIES (1) 8 11 19 2] 62

1) TOTALS MAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

2) ABSENCE OF AN OMNER/WOOOLAND TYPE COMBINAT[ON INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDWO00S BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION ~ERE MAPPED

4) THE POSSIBLE OANER AND I~OOLAND TYPES ARE

O~NER I~K)OO LAND TYPE

~I~E
BLUE

OF LAND HGNT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK

to~DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST L]VE OAK
EST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
EST SERVICE UNRESERVED HONTANE HARDI~)O0 MIX

OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED

t ER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

ERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

t UNRESERVED RESERVED

REAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL P~RK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTYe CITYw REGIONAL PARKS

ENTY, CITYw REGIONAL LANDS     CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
ER STATE LANDS

DEPT OF DEFENSE

!
f urce: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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t TABLE B-17. HARDt,KX)D RANGELAND ACRES FOR NARIPOSA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

X CANOPY COVER

: Ot~ER (4)                      UOOOLAND TYPE (2r3) TOTAL (1)

1

PRIVATE BLUE OAK ]5 71 16 6 127
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PiNE 21 29 7 1 57

’ INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 5 14 32 27 78
,,: ALL SPECIES (1) 60 115 54 34 26~

ii BUREAU OF LAND HGNT BLUE OAK 2 1 3
.~ BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 12 6 2 20
~ INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 2 4 1 6

ALL SPECIES (1) lk 9 6 1 29

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 - 1 2

~
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 1 - 3 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 4 1 7

" ALL O~NERS (1) BLUE OAK 37 72 16 6 130
:]. BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE ~ 35 9 2 80

j INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 5 16 39 28 89
ALL SPECIES (1) 76 124 6~ 36 299

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN Ok’NER/IJOOOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDIJO(X)S BELOW5000 FOOT ELEVATION IJERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OUNER AND I, KXX)LAND TYPES ARE

~X)OLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDUO00 NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OMNERSHIPS MITHIN THE ~’OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIORAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE :

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP lnforraation and Analysis .5’ystem
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TABLE B-18. HARD~ RANGELAND ACRES FOR NENDOCINO (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

OMNER (4) I~LAND TYPE (2.3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE COAST LIVE OAK 8 13 35 37               (73
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 10 24 43 2~ 101
NONTANE HARD;4000 NIX 12 2& 5& 57
ALL SPEC[ES (1) 31 62 132 117

BUREAU OF LAND MGMT COAST LIVE OAK 1 4 ]
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 1 2
NONTANE HARDk~O00NIX - 1 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 6 9 16

)EPT OF DEFENSE COAST LIVE OAK -
ALL SPECIES (1) - 1

:OREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NO~ITANE HARD~OI) NIX - 2 2
ALL SPECXES (1) - 2

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED COAST LIVE OAK - 2 2
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 1 1
NO~TANE HARD~ NIX 2 2 5 9
ALL SPECIES (1)’ 2 3 6 12

~LL O~,/NERS (1) BLUE OAK 1 - 1
COAST LIVE OAK 8 14 39 42 10~
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 10 25 45 25 105
MONTANE HARD~EO N]X 13 26 58 67 16~
ALL SPECIES (1) 31 66 142 135 374

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OI~IER/~OOLAND TYPE COHBINAT[ON INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDk~300S BELOM 5000 FOOT ELEVATION ~ERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSS]BLE Ok~IER AND ~OODLAND TYPES ARE:
I, JOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL P[NE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON L[VE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDI,/O(X) NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS UITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC.= CLASSES:

U~NRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY,, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & UILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE
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I TABLE B-19. HARDk~O RANGELAND ACRES FOR NERCED (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

I X CANOPY COVER

I~/NER (4)                                               kE)COLAND TYPE (2.3)                                                                                            TOTAL (1)

I PRIVATE BLUE OAK 16 15 6 37
VALLEY OAK 4 7 13 25
COAST LIVE OAK 10 16 6 30
ALL SPECIES (1) 30 39 23 92

I BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK - - I
COAST LIVE OAK I I - - 1
ALL SPECIES (I) 1 I I 2

I CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC BLUE OAK I - - 1
ALL SPECIES (I) 1 - - 2

I ALL O~IERS (I) BLUE OAK
VALLEY OAK 6 8 13 25
COAST LIVE OAK 11 17 4 31
ALL SPECIES (1) 31 61 26

I
(1) TOTALS I~AY BE OFF DUE TO ROUND]NG

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OMNER/I,/OOOLAND TYPE C(~IBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

I
(3) ONLY HARDWO00S BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE HAPPED

THE POSSIBLE OMNER AND ~ODLAND TYPES ARE:

I                        O~/~ER                         k~OOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAKI BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTH[LL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAE
FOREST SERV]CE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAKI FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARD~300 NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

I OMNERSHIPS WITHIN THE =tOTHER PUBLIC’= CLASSES:

UNRESERVED                  RESERVED

I BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARE SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & UILDLIFE SERVICE

I OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

I Source: Pill~bury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Arudysis System
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I! TABLE B’20. HARDt,~X) RANGELAND ACRES FOR MONTEREY CTHOUSANDS OF ACRES)

1

~CANOPY COVER

O~NER (4) iJOOOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL

t IVATE BLUE OAK 176 126 29                                 332
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 36 26 13 4 78
VALLEY OAK 5 4 2
COAST LIVE OAK 75 46 20 10 150
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 4 5 10 4 22

NONTANE HARDkO00 MIX 3 10 3 3 19
ALL SPECIES (1) 299 216 76 7_3 614

REAU OF LAND MGNT BLUE OAK 18 13 3 34
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 2 - 3
VALLEY OAK 1 - 1
COAST L;VE OAK 3 3 1 7

I MONTANE HARDI~ MIX
ALL SPECIES (1) 23 20 3 47

DEPT OF DEFENSE BLUE OAK 21 33 11 66

I BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE, 2 I 1 4
VALLEY OAK 1 - 1
COAST LIVE OAK 2
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 7        6         2                  15

¯ ALL SPECIES (1) 33      46 28 107

L DEPT OF PARKS & REC BLUE OAK 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 2 " 3

l OWEST SERVICE RESERVED BLUE OAK 9 18
. BLUE OAK-FOOTRZLL PINE

VALLEY OAK 1 7 - 8

I COAST LIVE OAK 2 2 - 4
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 8
MONTANE RARDtJCK]O NIX
ALL SPECIES (1) 13 27 12 4 55

iOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 8 9 " 18
BLUE OAK’FOOTNILL PINE 1
VALLEY OAK 3 2 5 " 10
COAST LIVE OAK 3 9 5 17

li~
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK             11 10
ALL SPECIES (1) 26 32 13 9 80

I ER PUBLIC RESERVED BLUE OAK
COAST LIVE OAK 4 2 1 7
ALL SPECIES (1) 7 6 2 1 15

~L OMNERS (1) BLUE OAK 2.~ 205 45 - /,87
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 39 29 14 4 87
VALLEY OAK 10 14 7 3 33
COAST LIVE OAK 89 69 39 10 207
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 23 21 22 16 83
MONTANE BARDk’OCO NIX 3 11 6 3 23
ALL SPECIES (1) 401 349 133 38 921

!!
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TABLE B-20. (co~t|nued) HARDI~)OD RANGELANDS ACRES FO~ MONTEREY (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~ER/I~LAND TYPE C~BINATION IND[CATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDI~O00S BELOW5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSS]BLE O~/NER AND UOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

OI,/NER t,/OOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARDt~ NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OMNERSHIPS MITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC~’ CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUHTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & MILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

i

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information attd Analysi~ ~stem
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TABLE B’21. HARDUO00 RANGELAND ACRES FOR NAPA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

OUNER (4) I~OOLAND TYPE (2.3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK - 4 8 8 20
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILLPINE - 11 6 5 22
VALLEY OAK - 1 - 1
COAST LIVE OAK - - 2 2
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 2 ] 3 8
HONTANE HARDI~O NIX 1 6 21 59 87
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 25 41 76 143

BUREAU OF LAND NGNT BLUE OAK - 2
BLUE OAK-FOOTH[LL PINE - 3 2 2 6
NONTANE HARDk~)O0 N[X - 3 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 3 7 12

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED BLUE OAK -
BLUE OAK-FOOTH[LL PINE - 1
NONTANE HARDgO00 NIX - 2 2
ALL SPECIES (1) - 1 2 3

ALL OI~NERS (1) BLUE OAK
BLUE OAK-FOOTH[LL PINE 14 9 7 30
VALLEY OAK 1 - 1
COAST LIVE OAK - 2 2
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 2 3 3 8
NO!4TANE HARDWO00 NIX 1 6 21 6~ 92
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 28 44 85 159

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN (X/NER/igOOOLAND TYPE CO~4BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(~) ONLY HARDMO00S BELOtg 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE HAPPED

(4.) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND ~:X]OLAND TYPES ARE:

  O,AND TYPE
PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND FIGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDgO00 NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OMNERSHIPS ~/ITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAu OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY. CITY. REG[ONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & IgILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

.~ource: Pillsbury, 1991, ~ FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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TABLE B-22. NkRDk~O01) P, kNGELAND ACRES FO~ NEVADA(THOUSANDSOF ACRES)

~ CANOP~ COVER

O~ER ~4~ I4000LAND TYPE (2.3) TOTAL ~1~

PRIVATE BLUE OA~-FOOTNILL PINE 3 1 4 - 9
INTERIOR/CAMYON LIVE OAK 22 18 27 44 111
MONTANE HARDI#OOO EIX 6 6

BUREAU OF LAND MGMT ]NTERIOR/CANYC~ LIVE OAK
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 2

DEPT OF DEFENSE                                  INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) -

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 1 1 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 2

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 3 2 5
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 2 5

ALL O~ERS (1) BLUE OAK’FOOTHILL PINE 3 1 ~ - 9
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 23 19 31 50 124
MONTANE HARDin300 MIX 6 6
ALL SPECIES (1) 27 21 36 56 139

(1, TOTALS"AYBEOFFDUETOROUND,.O
(2, ABSENCE OF AN O~ER/~LAND TYPE CONBI.ATION INOICATES LESS THA. 500 ACRES PRESENT
(3) ONLY .ARD~OS BELOW5000 FOOT ELEVATIOR~RE"APP~
(4) T.E POSSIBLE O~ER A.D ~OOLA.D TYPES ARE:
O~ER k~)OOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MGMT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARD~,KX30 MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~ERSHIPS ~ITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS    CA DEPT OF FISH & GAME
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & UILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STkTE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

B-23
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TABLE B-23. HARDWOOD RANGELAND ACRES FOR ORANGE (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

[CANORY ~R

O~IER (4) WOCOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE COAST LIVE OAK 32 1 - 33
ALL SPECIES (1) 32 1 - 33

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED COAST LIVE OAK 7 o - 7
ALL SPECIES (1) 7 - 7

~LL OWNERS (1) COAST LIVE OAK 39 1 - 40
ALL SPECIES (1) 39 1 - 40

(1) TOTALS I~Y BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~NER/k~OOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDI~O00S BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION ~ERE MAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER ANDI~ODLAND TYPES ARE:

O~ER I,K)OOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED IdONTANE HARDt~O
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~IERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY F[SH& WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

C--053476
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I TABLE 8-24. HARDWOO0 RANGELAND ACRES FOR PLACER (THOUSANDS OFACRES)

i ~ ~IO~Y COVER

OI~ER (6) WC)COLAND TYPE (2,3) 76-100 TOTAL (1)]

l PRIVATE BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6 1 - 5
INTERIOR/CANYORLIVE OAK 5 26 38 22 89
ALL SPECIES (1) 8 26 38 22 9~

BUREAU OF LAND ~GI4T INTERIOR/~ANYONLIVE OAK 1 6 6 9
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 6 4 9

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 1 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 2

ALL OUNERS (1) BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6 1 - 5
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 5 26 42 27 100
ALL SPECIES (1) 8 27 62 27 105

(1) TOTALS 14AY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

ABSENCE AN TYPE INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT(2) OF O~IER/WO(X) LAND ~I4BINATION

(3) ONLY HARDIJOODS BELOW S000 FOOT ELEVATION WERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OI~ER AND ~300LAND TYPES ARE:

OWNER WOOOLAND TYPE

i PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HG/4T BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYO~ LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED 140NTANE HARDk~O MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OI~ERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION ~XINTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

i Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis Sysu~n
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TABLE B-25. HARDI, KXX) RANGELAND ACRES FQ~ RIVERSIDE (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

[ CANOPY COVER

OUNER (4) ~X~OLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE COAST LIVE OAK 9 1 - 10
[NTERIO~/CANYON L%VE OAK 3 - 3
ALL SPEC[ES (1) 12 1 - 15

BUREAU OF LAND NGHT COAST LIVE OAK 3 - 3
INTERIOr/CANYONLIVE OAK 5 - 5
ALL SPECIES (1) 8 - 8

:OREST SERVICE RESERVED COAST LIVE OAK 5 - 6
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 10 - 10
ALL SPECIES (1) 15 1 16

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED     COAST LIVE OAK 15 5 4 24
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 3 - 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 18 5 4 26

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED COAST LIVE OAK 2 - - 2
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 7 - 7
ALL SPECIES (1) 9 - 9

ALL OI~ERS (1) COAST LIVE OAK ~ 6 4 - ~.
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 27’ - 28
ALL SPECIES (1) 61 6 5 - 72

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~/NER/WO(X)LAND TYPE CONBINATION INDiCATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(5) ONLY HARDWO00S BELOW5000 FOOT ELEVAT[ON ~fERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OMNER AND WO(X)LAND TYPES ARE:

OILIER k~OOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST L]VE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDI~X)O NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE =’OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED ’

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION ~XJNTY, CITY# REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, ]99], and FRRAP Informa~on and Ana~sis System
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i TABLE B-26. HARDt~O RANGELAND ACRES FOR SACRAHENTO (THOUSANDSOF ACRES)

t ~ CANOPY COVER

Ok~/ER (4)                                               i, JOOOLAND TYPE (2,3)                                                                                            TOTAL

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 5 2 1 8
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 4 2 2 9
ALL SPECIES (1)

! ALL OUNERS (11 BLUE OAK 5 2 1 - 8
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 4 2 2 - 9

J ALL SPECIES (1) 15

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

! (2) ABSENCE OF AN NER/k~X~OLAND TYPE CONBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDUOOOS BELO~5000 FOOT ELEVATION t~ERE MAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OI~NER AND WOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

O~E_..__..~R WOOOLAND TYPE"

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAKI FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED HONTANE HARDMO(X)
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

Ok’NERSHIPS W[THIN THE "OTHER PUBL]C" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

I BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLN4ATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF F[SH& GANEI CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

!

I
I
i Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRI~P Information and Analysis System
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TABLE B-27. HARDI~(X) RANGELAND ACRES FOR SAN BEN[TO (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

O~ER (4) ~QOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL

pRIVATE BLUE OAK 11 11 16 39
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 69 62 15 1~6
VALLEY OAK 7 2 1 9
COAST LIVE OAK 51 65 45 2 163
140~TANE HARDt~O NIX 2 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1~8 140 ?8 3 359

IUREAU OF LAND HONT BLUE OAK 1 1
BLUE OAK-FOOTH[LL PINE 32 32 6 ~0
COAST LIVE OAK 1 3 1 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 33 35 7 75

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK 1 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 2

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE - 1 " 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1

ALL I3~IERS (1) BLUE OAK 11 12 16 - 39
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 101 94 21 - 217
VALLEY OAK 7 2 1 - 9
COAST LIVE OAK 52 ~8 Z~ 2 169
NONTANE HARD~,JO00 NIX - 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 172 176 8~ 3 437

(1) TOTALS 14AY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~’NER/i~)OOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(]) ONLY HARDI, KXX)S BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION t~/ERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND I, KX)DLABD TYPES ARE:

OI~ER k~OOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
~UREAU OF LAND MGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED HONTANE HARDUOOO NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

QMNERSHIPS W[TH[N THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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TABLE B-28. HARDMO00 RANGELAND ACRES FOR SAN BERNARDINO (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

OMNER (4) t~X]OLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (

PRIVATE COAST LIVE OAK 6 - 6
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 5 - 5
ALL SPECIES (1) 10 1 - 11

FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 1

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 6 - 6
ALL SPECIES (1) 6 - 6

ALL OUNERS (1) COAST LIVE OAK 6 - 6
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 12 1 " 12
ALL SPECIES (1) 17 1 - 18

(1) TOTALS MAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~IER/WOCOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDMOCOS BELOUSO00 FOOT ELEVATION WERE MAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OUNER AND W(X]OLAND TYPES ARE:

,IJOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MGMT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MOflTANE HARD~(X) MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OUNERSNIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION COUNTY, CITYe REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis @stem
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TABLE B’29. HARDW(X)O RANGELAND ACRES FOR SAN DIEC-O (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

OMNER (4)                                               W(X}OLAND TYPE (2,3)                                                                                                     TOTAL

~IVATE COAST LIVE OAK 105 31 10 1 147
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK 1 8 - 9
NONTANE HARDMO00 NIX - 4 2 - 6
ALL SPECIES (1) 105 ~ 12 1 163

BUREAU OF LAND HGHT COAST LIVE OAK 8 - 8
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK
ALL SPECIES (1) 8

)EPT OF DEFENSE COAST LIVE OAK 7 1 - 7
ALL SPECIES (1) 7 1 - 7

~A DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK 11 1 - 13
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK - 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 12 3 1 16

FOREST SERVICE RESERVED COAST LIVE OAK 9 6 1 16
ALL SPECIES (1) 9 6 1 16

:OREST SERVICE UNRESERVED COAST LIVE OAK 58 7
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 1 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 58 8 3 69

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED COAST LIVE OAK 20 9 6 35
INTERIOR/CANYON L[VE OAK - 2 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 20 11 6 37

ALL (X/NERS (1) COAST L]VE OAK 217 56 20 2 294
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 1 17 1 19
140NTANE HARDWO00 NIX - 4 2 7
ALL SPECIES (1) 218 77 24 2 320

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING
(2) ABSENCE OF AN OI~IER/WOOOLAND TYPE CQ!4BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT
(]) ONLY HARD;KX]OS BELOW 5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE NAPPED
(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND WOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

OWNE.~R I~XX)LAND TYPE
PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERV[CE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED 140NTANE HARDI./O00 N[X
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OMNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVE._~D.
BUREAU OF [ND[AN AFFAIRS NAT]ONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAblAT]ON COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY. REGIONAL LANDS     CA DEPT OF FISH & GN4E
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH &W]LDLIFE SERV[CE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Pillsbury. 1991. oral FRP~4P ln./’onna~on and Analy.s’b .$’ys~’m
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I TABLE B-30. HARDMO00 RANGELAND ACRESFOR SAN JOAQUIN (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

I ~CANOPY COVER

OWNER (4)                       WOCOLAND TYPE (2,3)                                              TOTAL (1)

l PRIVATE BLUE OAK 16 1 1 18
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 4 8 7 2 22
ALL SPECIES (1) 20 9 8 2 39

ALL O~IERS (1) BLUE OAK 16 1 1 18
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 4 8 7 2 22
ALL SPEC[ES (1) 20 9 8 2 39

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OWNER/~,KX~OLAND TYPE CO~tBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARD~,/O00S BELO~50OO FOOT ELEVATION WERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OWNER AND !~OLAND TYPES ARE:

OWNER WOODLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HGMT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDWOOO MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIOI4AL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS     CA DEPT OF FISH &G A HE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

1
1

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis 6~ystem
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TABLE B-31. HARDI~)O0 RANGELAND ACRESFOR SAN LUIS OBISPO (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

Ok~ER (4)                   ;/(X)OLAND TYPE (2,3)     < 10 10-33 3~-75 76-100 TOTAL (1)

pRIVATE BLUE ~K 126 55 11 1 19~
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 2] 15 ]~ 4 75
VALLEY OAK 7 1 - 8
COAST LIVE OAK 93 110 88 21 312
ALL SPECIES (1) 248 181 l~d, 25 588

BUREAU OF LAND HGMT BLUE OAK 13 3 - 17
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 2 1 1
COAST LIVE OAK 2 1 3 1 8
ALL SPECIES (1) 16 5 5 1 28

DEPT OF DEFENSE BLUE OAK 9 6 3 18
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 2 2
COAST LIVE OAK 2 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 9 10 3 21

CA DEPT PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK - 1 2
ALL SPECIES (1) - 1 2

FOREST SERVICE RESERVED BLUE OAK 2 5 5 12
COAST LIVE OAK 4 4 7 15
ALL SPECIES (1)" 6 9 11 26

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 19 21 5
COAST LIVE OAK 6 5 2 13
ALL SPECIES (1) 25 26 6 57

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 1

ALL O~NERS (1) BLUE OAK 169 90 24 1 28~
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 25 17 35 4 80
VALLEY OAK 7 I - 8
COAST LIVE OAK 105 122 101 22 351
ALL SPECIES (1) 306 211 160 27 724

(1) TOTALS gAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING
(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~NER/WO(X)LAND TYPE COMBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT
(3) ONLY HARDiJO(X)S BELOW 5000 FOOT ELEVATION ~RE NAPPED
(4) THE POSSZBLE O~NER AND k~X)OLAND TYPES ARE:

O~JNE,.__.,._~R WOOOLAND TYPE
PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND MGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOI~EST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDMOOO NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OM~ERSNIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:
UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY. CITY; REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTy. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

¯ Torte: Pillsbury, 1991, oM FRRAP Information and A~dysis System
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TABLE B-32. HARDt~)O0 RANGELAND ACRES FOI~ SAN NATEO (THOUSANDSOF ACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

OWNER (4) W(X~OLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

RIVATE COAST LIVE OAK 3 1 3 7
NONTANE HARDWO00 NIX ~ - 4
ALL SPECIES (1)                   3 4 3 11

LL O~4NERS (1) COAST LIVE OAK 3 1 4 7
MONTANE HARDWO00 NIX 3 - 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 4 4 11

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OMNER/k~OOLAND TYPE CONBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDWO00S BELOkrso00 FOOT ELEVATION WERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND k~3OLAND TYPES ARE=

OI~IE__~R I,~OOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOr/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NO~TANE HARDWO00 NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC- CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FI~H & GN4E
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991 and FRRAP Information and Analysis ~yst~n
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I1 TABLE B-33. HARDWOOD RANGELAND ACRES FOR SANTA BARBARA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)
~ CANOPY COVER

O~NER (4) I~X~DLAND TYPE (2,3) < 10 10-33 Z~-75 76-100 TOTAL (1

IPRIVATE BLUE OAK 10 2 2 -
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
VALLEY OAK 6 17 -
COAST LIVE OAK 110 70 20 14 215

I~UR ALL SPECIES (1) 130 90 22 14 257

EAU OF LAND NGMT COAST LIVE OAK - - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) - 1

I~EPT OF DEFENSE COAST LIVE OAK 8 8 1 1 18
ALL SPECIES (1) 8 8 1 1 18

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK 2 - 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 2

FOREST SERVICE RESERVED COAST LIVE OAK 6 - 6
ALL SPECIES (1) 6 1 6

IFOREST
SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 9 5 1 15

BLUE OAK-FOOTHILLP[NE 3 1 3
COAST LIVE OAK 18 16 4 2 40I ALL SPECIES 29 22 5 2 58(1)

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED VALLEY OAK 1 - - 1
COAST LIVE OAK 1 - 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 2 - 3

ALL OUNERS (1) BLUE OAK 19 7 3 30
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PiNE 7 1 8

I VALLEY OAK 7 18 - 25
COAST LIVE OAK 1/~ 97 26 17 282
ALL SPECIES (1) 176 123 29 17 3�5

I!(1) TOTALS MAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

I (2) ABSENCE OF AN Oi~NER/WOOOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

1(3) ONLY HARDt~OOS BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION ~ERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OMNER AND I.~OOLAND TYPES ARE:
~RIVATE Ok~IER I,KXX)LAND TYPE

BLUE OAK
"BUREAU OF LAND MGMT BLUE OAK’FOOTHILL PINE

DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK

~DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
EST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
EST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDWOCO NIX

OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED

CER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

ERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:
~NRESERVED RESERVED

EEAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
EAU OF RECLAHATIOR COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
NTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GANE

CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE

ETHER STATE LANDSPT OF DEFENSE

~ e: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP lnformalion anvl Analysi~ ,S~slem
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TABLE B-3~. HARD~K]CO RANGELAND ACRES FOR SANTA CLARA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~ CANOPY COVER

CANNER (4) I~:X]OLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 3 4 1 2 10
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 20
VALLEY OAK 32 18 8 3 60
COAST LIVE OAK 43 §0 50 9 153
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 99 9~ 69 15 278

BUREAU OF LAND NONT COAST LIVE OAK 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 1

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK 15 6 8
ALL SPECIES (1) 15 6 8

OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED VALLEY OAK
COAST LIVE OAK                             4 1 - 5
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 4 1 - 9

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED        BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 2 1 - 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 1 - 3

ALL OWNERS (1) BLUE OAK 3 4 1 2 11
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 22 23 11 1 57
VALLEY OAK 3~ 18 8 3 63
COAST LIVE OAK 58 61 59 10 189
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 118 106 80 17 321

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OUNER/WOOOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARD~]OS BELOW/5000 FOOT ELEVATION ~/ERE 14APPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OUNER AND k~X]OLAND TYPES ARE:
OUNER                      WOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGNT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDWQO0 NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, andFRRAPinforrnationandAnalysisSyston
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TABLE B-35. HARDMO(X) RANGELAI~D ACRESFOR SANTA CRUZ (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

X CANOPY COVER

O~¢ER (4) WOOOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL

~I~RIVATE COAST LI~ ~K I 6 I 7
INTER;~/~NY~ LI~ ~K 6 2 1 9
ALL SPECIES (1) 7 2 6 1 16

~ DEPT OF PARKS & REC ENTERI~/~NY~ L]~
ALL SPECIES (1)

~LL ~ERS (1) C~ST L;~ ~K 1 6 1

~ iNTER]~/~NY~ LE~ ~K 9 2 1 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 11 2 6 1 20

F((1) TOTALS 14AY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING
2) ABSENCE OF AN OUNER/UO(X)LAND TYPE CCNBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

F
3) ONLY HARDWO(X)S BELOUSO00 FOOT ELEVATION WERE RAPPED

4)’THE POSSIBLE O~IER AND WOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

~pRBUR
.O~ER t/COl)LAND TYPE

IVATE BLUE OAK
EAUOF LAND M~qT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL P[NE

I~OEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
~,ADEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED RONTANE HARDIJOOI) NIX

f HER PUBLIC RESERVED

HER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OWNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

I UNRESERVED RESERVED

BIJ£EAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL P~RK SERVICE

~DDE~yOF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
¯ CITY¯ REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GN4E

EPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS

EPT OF D~FENSE

~ : J~lsbury, 1991, and FRlCAP lnformaaon and Analysis System
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I TABLE B-36. HARDUO00 RANGELAND ACRES FOR SHASTA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

OUNER (4) I~X~OLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK 29 19 21 69
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 59 i’~ 7’3 2 206
INTERIOr/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 4 - - 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 88 96 96 2 279

I BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK 1 - 1
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 1 3 5
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 1 3 6

3THER PUBLIC RESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1

~LL O~NERS (1) BLUE OAK 15 19 21 55
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 60 74 76 2 212
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 6 - 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 75 97 97 Z 287

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OWNER/I~OLAND TYPE COMBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDUO~OS BELOW $000 FOOT ELEVATION t/ERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND I~OOLAND TYPES ARE:

O~IER UO(X)LAND TYPE

l PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED HONTANE HARDk~)O0 NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

{7~IERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC=. CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH &W[LDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Hltsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Informo~on and Analysis b~ysr~.m
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TABLE B-37. HARDWO(X) RANGELAND ACRES FOR SIERRA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

¯ CAN(~°Y COVER

OWNER (k) MOCOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

~R[VATE INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) - 1 1

~EST SERVICE UNRESER~D INTERI~/~NY~ LI~ ~K 1 2
ALL SPEC]ES (1) - 1 2

~LL ~ERS (1) ]NTER[~/CANY~ L]~ ~K - 1 2
ALL SPEC]ES (1) - 1 2

(1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN CA~IER/k~3(X)LAND TYPE CONB[NATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDWO00S BELOU5000 FOOT ELEVAT[ON kIERENAPPED

(~) THE POSSIBLE C~NER AND I~X~OLAND TYPES ARE:

OI4NER WOODLAND TYPE

PREVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OFLAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERV[CE RESERVED [NTER[OR/CANYONL]VEOAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED HONTANE HARDWOCO NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OMNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

~AJREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATEON COUNTY, CITYe REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. C[TYe REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF F[SH& GANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY F]SH& W[LDL[FE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

ḡo~: ~bu~, 1991, an~ FRRAP Information and Analysi~ ~xt~m
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I
TABLE B’~. HARDM(X~O RAHGELAMD ACRES FOR SOLANO (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

[CkNOPY COVER

OWNER (4) MOOOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE COAST LIVE OAK 2 7 8
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 2 5 4 10
NONTANE HARDk~O NIX 3 5 3 13 23
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 9 14 17 42

BUREAU OF LAND NGNT COAST LIVE OAK 1 1
NONTANE HARDk~O0 NIX - 2 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 2 3

ALL O~ERS (1) COAST LIVE OAK 2 8 9
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 2 5 4 10
NONTANE HARDW(X]O NiX 3 5 3 15 25
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 9 15 19 45

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OWNER/WOOOLAND TYPE CONBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDk~OOS BELOW5000 FOOT ELEVATION WERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OJNER AND WOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

Okl4ER IJOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HAP.DWO00 NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE =’OTHER PUBLIC== CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY. CITYe REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, C[TY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF F[SH& GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

!

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Inforr, mtion and Analysis System
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TABLE B-39. HARDUOO0 RANGELAND ACRES FOR SONOMA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

I ~ CANOPY COVER

OAIER (4) W(X3OLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

I PRIVATE ~ST LIVE OAK 27 27 32 15 101
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK 10 12 33 15 69
NONTANE HARDWO00 MiX 5 6 5 10 25
ALL SPECIES (1) 42 43 70 40 1~

BUREAU OF LAND MGMT INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK - 2 1 3
ALL SPECIES (1) - 2 1 3

~DEPT OF DEFENSE COAST LIVE OAK 1 1 1 3
INTERIOR/CANYOR LIVEOAK 2 1 - 1 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 2 1 1 7

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK 1 1 3 4~ MONTANE HARDWO00 MIX " 1 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 4 6

¯ OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED COAST LIVE OAK - 1
i ALL SPECIES (1) - 11

~
ALL ~ERS (1) ~ST LIVE OAK 28 29 34 18 110

INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK 12 13 34 16 76
MONTANE HARDt~30O MIX 5 4 5 11 26
ALL SPEC[ES (1) 45 47 74 46 211

(1) TOTALS ~Y BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ARSENCE OF AN ~ER/~LAND TYPE ~BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARD~S BEL~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION ERE ~PPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE Oq~ER AND W(XX)LAND TYPES ARE:

k~ZOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREk~ OF LAND MGMT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
r-(N~ST SERVICE UNRESERVED NONTANE HARDWOOD NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

(3MNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC,, CLASSES:

~NRESERVED RESERVED

BIJ~EAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY~ REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAME
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

&nwce: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis Syswrn
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I TABLE B-40. HARDMOQO RAHGELAHD ACRESFOR STANISLAUS (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

I ~CANOPY COVER

OqNER (4)                                               W(X]OLAND TYPE (2,3)                                                                                            TOTAL (1)

I ’RIVATE BLUE OAK 45 12 9 1 67
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 33 15 4 52
VALLEY OAK 6 - 6
COAST LIVE OAK 1 - 1

I ALL SPECIES (1) 8~ 2~ 14 1 127

UREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 - 2

I ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 1 2

A DEPT PARKS & REC BLUE OAK 4 o 4
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 8 1 9

I COAST LIVE OAK 3 - 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 16 1 16

LL OWNERS (1) BLUE OAK 49 12 10 1 72
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 42 17 4
VALLEY OAK 6 - - 6
COAST LIVE OAK
ALL SPECIES (1)                                  9~ 30 15 1 145

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OANER/~OLAND TYPE C(X~BINATION IND[CATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARD~OOS BELO~5000 FOOT ELEVATION MERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OILIER AND ~OOLAND TYPES ARE:

O~NER ~O00LAHD TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTER[OR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED HONTANE HARDk~)OD NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OUNERSHIPS WITHIN THE ==OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPARTHENT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP lnfonr~ion and Analy~i~
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II TABLE B-41. NARDWOOO RANGELAND ACRES FOR TEHAKA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)
~ CANOPY COVER

O~NER (4)                                               IXXE)LAND TYPE (2,3) < 10 10-33 34-~ 76-100 TOTAL (1)

IPRIVATE BLUE OAK 122 70 44 1 2~7
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 85 99 85 3 271

¯ VALLEY OAK 2 2
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 4 9 1 13
ALL SPECIES (1) 207 173 140 5 524!|

I~’U~F_.~UOFLAND"ONT BLUEOAK 42- 6
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 3 2 1 - 7
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 7

~EPT OF DEFE.SE BLUE O~ 1 - -
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 1

¯ ~OREST SERVICE RESERVED BLUE OAK 21 - 21
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6 9 4 - 18
INTERIOR/CANYOR LIVE OAK 1 - 1

T SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 5 - 5
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PiNE 8 4 1 - 13
ALL SPECIES (1) 12 4 1 - 18

PUBLIC RESERVED BLUE OAK 12 - 12
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 9 10 3 - 22

Im
~

INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK - 2 -
ALL SPECIES (1) 21 10 5 - 36

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 1

ALL OMNERS (1) BLUE OAK 164 7"3 44 1              282
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 111 124 94 3 332

I VALLEY OAK - 2
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVEOAK - 4 12 1 17
ALL SPECIES (1) 2~ 200 152 5 633

~.~EO~,~D
~LANDTYPEBLuE ~

MONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK

EEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
ST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
ST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARD~/O00

OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
ER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

ERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:
UNRESERVED RESERVED

I~EAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NAT[OtIAL PARK SERVICE
~_..ENJ OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
zI~i~UNTY, CITY, REG]ONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GN4E

CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE

f THER STATE LANDS
EPT OF DEFENSE

~o~o~: Pil&bury, 1~1, and FRRAP lnfornu~ion ~ Analysix 2ys~nn
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I TABLE B-42. HARD;IIX]O RANGELAND ACRES FOR TRINITY (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

I                                                                                                        ~ CANOPY COVER

(X~NER (4) I~OOOLAND TYPE (2,3) 76-100 TOTAL (1)

I PRIVATE COAST LIVE OAK -
140NTANE HARDI~(XX) HIX 1 1 T 4 12
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 14 4 20

I ALL (~/NERS (1) COAST LIVE OAK - 7 7
HONTANE HARD~JO00 HIX I I
ALL SPECIES (1) I 1 14 4 20

I (1) TOTALS ~Y BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~.INER/~LAND TYPE ~BINATION INOICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

I (3) ONLY ~RDQ/OODS BEL~ 5000 F~T ELEVATION ~RE ~PPEO

(4) THE POSSIBLE ~ER AND ~JO(O)LAND TYPES ARE:

I OWNER WOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK

i
BUREAU OF LAND NONT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY ~K
CA OEPT OF PARKS & REC EST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED 140NTANE HARD~ NIXI OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OWNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER P~JBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED R~SERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLN4ATION COUNTY~ CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
CO(JNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

I

,~ource: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysi, System
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~ TABLE B-43. HARDk~OOO RANGELAND ACRES FOR TULARE (THOUSANDS OFACRES)
~ CANOPY COVER

OM(ER (4) t~X~OLAND TYPE (2.3) < 10 10-33 34-75 76-100 TOTAL (1)

~__
~-~I VATE BLUE OAK 137 114 6/, 5 320

BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6 35 5 -
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 6 19 3 - 26
ALL SPECIES (1) 147 168 72 5 392

~
EAU OF LAND 14GMT BLUE OAK 7 2 1 1 10

BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 4 B - 12
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK - - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 11 10 2 1 23

~EPT OF DEFENSE BLUE OAK - -
ALL SPECIES (1) - - 1

~
EST SERVICE RESERVED BLUE OAK I -

INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 2 5 2 - 9
ALL SPECIES (1) 3 5 2 - 10

I/
OREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK 3 2 3 3 11

BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 5 - 6
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 10 8 4 - 22
ALL SPECIES (1) 14 1/, 7

EtTNER PUBLIC RESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 5 12 2 19
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 2 3 5
ALL SPECIES (1) 6 14 5 25

~~OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

BLUE OAK 6 1 2
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 13 12 25
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 5 1 6
ALL SPEC]ES (1) 19 16

~ALL O~NERS (1) BLUE OAK 153 118 70 14 357
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 29 73 7 110

IB
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 16 40 13 69
ALL SPECIES (1) 199 232 90 14

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING
(2) ABSENCE OF AN OIJNER/IJOOOLAND TYPE CONBINATION INDICATES LESSTHAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

1~
(3) ONLY HARDk~OS BELQ~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION I~ERE 14APPED
(4) THE POSSIBLE OMNER AND IJ(XX)LAND TYPES ARE:

O~NER IJOOOLANO TYPE
~I~IVATE BLUE OAK
~ItJREAU OF LAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
ImOEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK

CA BEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK

ITOI~EFI~EST SERVICE RESERVED [NTER[OR/CANYON LIVE OAK
ST SERV.CE UNRESERVED HONTANE HARDIJ(X~ ,IX

BER PUBLIC RESERVED

¯m UNRESERVED RESERVED
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

~COI~I~DT OF RECLAMATION
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS

Y. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH &
EPT OF FORESTRY F[SH& MILDLIFE SERVICE

OTHER STATE LANDS

I
DEPT OF DEFENSE

B-.44
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TABLE B-~. HARDUO(X) RANGELAND ACRES FOR TUOLLkqNE (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

OMNER (4) WODOLAND TYPE (2,3) < 10 10-33 34-75 76-100 TOTAL (!

’RIVATE BLUE OAK 43 9 - 53
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 28 21 13 - 62
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 19 21 19 I 61
ALL SPECIES (I) 90 52 32 I 175

~REAU OF LAND NGMT BLUE OAK 5 - 5
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 9
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 2         4         2         - 9
ALL SPECIES (1) 16 7 4 - 27

EPT OF DEFENSE BLUE OAK
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 1 - 2
ALL SPEC[ES (1) 8 1 - 10

OREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 2 2 1 5
INTERIOR/CANYON L[VE OAK 3 8 5 16
ALL SPECIES (1) 5 9 6 21

~THER PUBLIC UNRESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) - - 1

LL O~NERS (1) BLUE OAK 51 9 60
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE ~ 26 16 1 87
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 25 34 27 1 87
ALL SPEC[ES (1) !119 70 43 2 234

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN OWNER/MOOOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDUO(X)S BELOW5000 FOOT ELEVATION WERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND UOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

O~IER WOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGNT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARDWO00 NiX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~NERSHIPS WITHIN THE ==OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY. CITY. REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GN4E
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

Source: Pill~bury, i991, andFRR4PlnfonnationandAnalysisSystem
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TABLE B-45. HARDWOQO RANGELAND ACRES FOR VENTURA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~. CANOPY COVER

OWNER (4) i~30LAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

)RIVATE BLUE OAK 7 - 7
VALLEY OAK 7 1 8
COAST LIVE OAK :39 8 7 6 59
ALL SPECIES (1) 46 15 8 6 76

BUREAU OF LAND NGNT COAST LIVE OAK 1 - 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 2

FOREST SERVICE RESERVED BLUE OAK 2 :3 1 - 6
COAST LIVE OAK 11 1 1 1 1:3
ALL SPECIES (1) 13 4 1 1 19

FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 -
COAST LIVE OAK 9 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 10 4 2 - 16

OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED COAST LIVE OAK 1 - 2
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 - 2

ALL O~INERS (1) BLUE OAK
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 - 1
VALLEY OAK 7 1 - 8
COAST LIVE OAK 62 13 9 7 91
ALL SPECIES (1) 71 23 12 7 113

(1) TOTALS HAy BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN Oi,#IER/WOOOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(:3) ONLY HARDkq3COS BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION I/ERE HAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OMNER AND ~XX)LAND TYPES ARE:

O~IER WOOOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARDk~X)O MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OMiERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFA]RS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
~JREAU OF RECLAHAT[ON COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
OEPT OF DEFENSE

Pill.bury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and AnalyMa System

B-46

C--053498
C-053498



I
TABLE B-66. HARDMOOO RANGELAND ACRES FOR YOLO (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

!           _
~ CANOPY COVER

I                                                              O~NER (4)                                          MOOOLAND TYPE (2,:3)                                                                                  TOTAL (1)

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 6 18 11 35
COAST LIVE OAK 3 - 3
INTERIOR/CANYON L[VE OAK " 5 4 9
ALL SPECIES (1) 6 30 40 18 92

I BUREAU OF LAND NGMT BLUE OAK 1 1
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL P[NE - 1 2 :3 6
ALL SPECIES (1) - 2 2 3 7

ALL O~NERS (1) BLUE OAK 4 24 13 3 45
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE - 7 20 13 41
COAST LIVE OAK - :3 - 3
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK - 5 4 9
ALL SPECIES (1) 4 32 42 21

i (1) TOTALS NAY BE OFF DUE TO RCAJNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN O~IER/WOOOLAND TYPE COHBINATION INDICATE~ LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

1 (:3) ONLY HARD~X30S BELO~ 5000 FOOT ELEVATION ~ERE NAPPED

[]
(4) THE POSSIBLE O~NER AND I, JOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

O~/NE_._..~R M~OLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND HGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED MONTANE HARDk~ MIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

O~ERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNRESERVED RESERVED

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
BUREAU OF RECLANATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS CA DEPT OF FISH & CANE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
OTHER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

I
Source: Pillsbury, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis 3~yston
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TABLE B-67. HARDWOUO RANGELAND ACRES FOR YUBA (THOUSANDS OF ACRES)

~CANOPY COVER

(Y, aiER (4) MOOOLAND TYPE (2,3) TOTAL (1)

)RIVATE BLUE OAK 1 1 " 1
BLUE OAK’FOOTHILL PINE 1 6 - 1 8
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 9 20 29 16 72
MONTANE HARDk~O0 NIX 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 10 27 30 15 82

IUREAU OF LAND NGHT ALL SPECIES (1) - - 1

DEPT OF DEFENSE ALL SPECIES (1) - 1

CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 1 1 1 3
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 1 1 2 4
ALL SPECIES (1) 1 1 1 3 ?

OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE - 1 1
INTERIOR/CANYONLIVE OAK 2 2 - 3
ALL SPECIES (1) 2 2 1 5

~L OI,/NERS (1) BLUE OAK - 1 1 - 2
BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 2 7 4 12
INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK 11 21 32 16 80
MONTANE HARDk~:X)D MiX 1 - 1
ALL SPECIES (1) 1] 28 ~ 20 95

(1) TOTALS HAY BE OFF DUE TO ROUNDING

(2) ABSENCE OF AN (~,JNER/WO(X)LAND TYPE CI~4BINATION INDICATES LESS THAN 500 ACRES PRESENT

(3) ONLY HARDWO00S BELOM 5000 FOOT ELEVATION WERE NAPPED

(4) THE POSSIBLE OIJNER AND MOOOLAND TYPES ARE:

OWNER WOCOLAND TYPE

PRIVATE BLUE OAK
BUREAU OF LAND NGHT BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE
DEPT OF DEFENSE VALLEY OAK
CA DEPT OF PARKS & REC COAST LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE RESERVED INTERIOR/CANYON LIVE OAK
FOREST SERVICE UNRESERVED HONTANE HARDk~]) NIX
OTHER PUBLIC RESERVED
OTHER PUBLIC UNRESERVED

OMNERSHIPS WITHIN THE "OTHER PUBLIC" CLASSES:

UNR_ESERVED RESERVED.

liJREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
IU~F..AU OF RECLAHATION COUNTY, CITY, REGIONAL PARKS
COUNTy, CITY, REGIONAL LANDS     CA DEPT OF FISH & GAHE
CA DEPT OF FORESTRY FISH &W[LDLIFE SERVICE
OTNER STATE LANDS
DEPT OF DEFENSE

SOurce: Pillsbury, 1991, o~Z FRRAP lnform~on and Analysis ,,,eystem
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APPENDIX ¢: ANALYSIS OF COUNTY OWNERSHIP AND RESERVED
STATUS OF HARDWOOD COVER TYPES

TABLE C-la. CONCENTRATION* OF PUBLICLY (N~ED HARDIX)(X) RANGELANDS RELATIVE TO STATE AVERAGE, BY CQUN"

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATION PUBLIC HARD~]O RANGELANDS

SAN JOAQUI N 0.0
HUHBOLD T <. 1
TRINITY 0.1
SACRAHENTO O. 1
SAN NATEO 0.1
SHASTA O. 1
ALAHEDA O. 1
MARIN 0.2
ANADOR 0.2
MERCED 0.2
EL DORADO 0.3
SOLANO 0.3
YOLO 0.4
NADERA 0.4
SONORA 0.4
HENDOC[NO 0.5
BUTTE 0.5
CALAVERAS O. 5
NEVADA 0.5
NAPA 0.5
GLENN 0.5
KINGS 0.5
COLUSA O. 5
PLACER 0.6
NAR l POSA O. 7
STAN ] SLAUS 0.7
SANTA CLARA 0.7
YUBA 0.7
CONTRA COSTA 0.7
TEHENA 0.9
SAN BEN]TO 0.9
ORANGE 1.0
SAN LUIS O~ISPO 1.0
LAKE 1.0
SANTA CRUZ 1 . 1
KERN 1.2
TUOLUHNE 1.3
SANTA BARBARA 1.4
TULARE 1 .~,
FRESNO 1.4
NONTEREY 1.8
VENTURA 1.8
SAN BERNARDINO 2.1
SAN DIEGO 2.6
LOS ANGELES 2.9
SIERRA 3.5
RIVERSIDE 4.4
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TABLE C-lb. CONCENTRATION* OF RESERVED HARDUOGD RANGELANDS RELATIVE TO STATE AVt:’RASE, BY COUNTY

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATION RESERVED HARDk~X) RANGELANDS

SAN JOAQUI N 0.0
KINGS 0.0
GLENN O. 0
O~ANGE 0.0
SACRAHENTO 0.0
AHADOR 0o0
CALAVERAS 0.0
SIERRA 0.0
YOLO O. 0
NIM4BOLDT 0.0
TR[N[TY 0.0
SOLANO 0.0
L&K~ 0,o
TUOLUHNE <. 1
HENDOC[NO <. 1
KERN <.
COLUSA <.
HARIPOSA <.1
NAPA <. 1
PLACER <. 1
SHASTA 0.
SAN BEN[TO 0.1
EL DORADO 0.2
HADERA 0
FRESNO 0
LOS ANGELES 0.4
HERCED 0.4
ALAHEDA 0.6
SAN HATEO 0.6
SANTA BARBARA 0.6
SONOHA 0.7
NEVADA O. 7
BUTTE 0.8
HAR[N 0.8
SAN LUIS OG[SPO <1.0
SAN BERNARD[NO 1.4
TULARE 1.7
YUBA 1.8
HONTEREY 2.0
SAN DIEGO 2.5
STAN I SLAUS 2.7
TENAHA 3.0
SANTA CLARA 3.0
CONTRA COSTA 3.5
VENTURA 4.7
SANTA CRUZ
RIVERSIDE 5.4
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TABLE C-lc. AREA OF RESERVED HARDMOOD RANGELANDS NEEDED TO ATTAIN LEVEL OF PROTECTION E~UAL TO STA
AVERAGE, BY COUNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL RESER~D ACRES NEEDED

TUOLUHNE 9~3.5
NADERA 8362.2
ANADOR 7185.8

tl NAPA 6215.6
COLUSA 5896.0
SANTA BARBARA 5806.8
EL DOR~O 5676.0

LAKE 4812.1
PLACER 40~.0
YOLO 3988.0

ALAHEDA 2369.6
MERCED 2177.2
HUHBOLDT 2135.3
BUTTE 2093.1
NEV~A 1852.0
LOS ANGELES 1818.7
SOLANO 1804,.6
ORANGE 1619.4
SAN JOAQUIN 1579.8
SACRAHENTO 939.2
SAN LUIS OBISPO 937.5

I! TRINITY 806.3
KINGS 659.3
HARIN 447.8
SAN HATEO 18~.8
SIERRA 103.0

1
CONTRA COSTA 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
STANISLAUS 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0

TULARE 0.0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0
RI~RSIDE 0.0

1
SANTA CLARA 0.0

! YUBA 0.0
SAN DIEGO 0.0
MONTEREY 0.0

Sou~." ~buq and od~, 1~1, m~Z FRRAP Information and A~dyxis ~$tem
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TABLE C-ld. ARF_k OF PRXVATELY OMNED HARDI,K~O RANG~I..ANOS THAT MOULD NEED TO BE RESERVED TO ATTAIN LEVEL
OF PROTECTION EG~AL TO STATE AVERAGE. BY C(3JNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL PRIVATE ACRES NEEDED

SHASTA 4539.3
HL~BOLDT 1810.3
ALAHEDA 1696.6
SAN JOAOU]N 157~.8
AHADOR 1108.8
SACR.4J4EN TO 619.2
TRINITY 53~.3
NARIN /~.7.9
SAN NATEO 186.8
KERN 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
SAN BEN]TO 0.0
CALAVERAS 0.0
TULARE 0.0
NAR]POSA 0.0
TUOLUNNE 0,0
HENDOC[NO 0.0
HADERA 0.0
COLUSA 0.0
SANTA BARBARA 0.0
EL DORADO 0,0
GLENN 0.0
LAKE 0.0
PLACER 0.0
YOLO 0,0
SAN LU]S OBISPO 0.0
SONOHA 0.0
BUTTE 0.0
NAPA 0.0
HONTEREY 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
HERCED 0.0
LOS ANGELES 0,0
O~ANGE 0.0
NEVADA 0.0
SOLANO 0.0
K]NGS 0.0
STANISLAUS 0,0
VENTURA 0.0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0
SAN BERNARD]NO O.O
S]ERRA 0.0
TENAI4A O.0
R[VERS[DE 0.0
SAN D]EGO 0.0
YUBA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0

~ource: Pillsbury and ot~ers, 1991, and FRRAP Information and An~y~i~ 8,~$tem
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TABLE C-2a. CONCENTRATION* OF PtJSLICLY MEO BLUE OAK gOODLAND RELATIVE TO STATE AVERAGE. BY COUNTY

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATIONPUBLIC BLUE OAK ~I)LAND

HUHBOLI)T
TRINITY
SAN MATEO
NARIN
SOLANO
SONOHA
BUTTE
NEVADA
PLACER
~ANGE
SANTA CRUZ
SAN BERNARD ! NO
SAN DIEGO
S ! ERRA
SAN JOAQUI N I~.0
ALAMEDA 0.0
EL DORADO 0.0
SACRAHENTO <. 1
SHASTA <. 1
AHADOR 0.1
YOLO O. 1
HAR ! POSA O. 1
SAN BENITO 0.1
CA LAVE RAS 0.2
MERCED 0.3
SANTA CLARA 0.3
STAN I SLAUS 0.3
MADERA 0.3
COLUSA 0.4
TULARE 0.4
GLENN 0.4
KINGS 0.5
LAKE 0.6
CONTRA COSTA 0.7
TUOLUHNE 0.7
NAPA 0.8
TEHAHA 0.9
FRESNO I. 1
KERN 1.2
YUBA 1.3
MONTEREY ~ .8
SAN LUIS OBISPO 1.8
VENTURA 2.6
NENDOCINO 2.6
SANTA BARBARA 2.9
LOS ANGELES 3.6
RIVERSIDE 5.5
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TABLE C-2b. CONCENTRATION* OF RESERVED BLU~ OAK M(X)OLAND REI.ATIV~ TO STATE AVERAGE, BY COUNTY

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRAT]ON RESERVED BLUE OAK IJOOOLAND

p ORANGE
SIERRA
IfUHBOLDT

SOLANO
PLACER
SAN ~ATEO
SONO~IA

BUTTE
HARIN
SAN BERNARD INO
SAN DIEGO

il SANTA CRUZ
SAN JOAQUIN ~.0
KINGS 0.0
GLENN O. 0

1

SACRAHENTO 0.0
AHADOR
OALAVERAS 0.0
YOLO 0.0

TUOLUHNE 0.0
NENDOC ! NO O. 0
NAPA O. 0

EL DORADO 0.0
ALANEDA 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
KERN <. 1~1 LOS ANGELES O. 1
COLUSA O. 1
NAR ! POSA 0.1
TULARE 0.1

I I~RESNO O. 1
SAN BENITO 0.2
SANTA BARBARA 0.5
NADERA 0.7

I NERCED 1.0
SAN LUIS 08ISPO 1.5
SANTA CLARA <1.4
STAN I SLAUS 1.6

I HONTEREY 2.5
TEHANA 5.7
CONTRA COSTA 4.1
YUBA 7.8

I VENTURA 14.1

,.gource: Pillsbury and others, 1991, and FRRAP Informaaon and Analysis System
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TABLE C-2c. AREA OF RESERVED BLUEOAK 1~3(]OLAND NEEDED TO ATTAIN LEVEL OF PROTECTIONE~UAL TO STATi
AVERAGE~ BY I~3UNTY

COUNTY ADD[T]O~/AL RESERVED ACRES NEEDED

KERN 23657.2
TULARE 1253.4.8
FRESNO 7914.4
MAR ! POSA 4937.9
GLENN 3864.5
CALAVERAS 2965.6
COLUSA 2502.8
MADERA 2458.2
TUOLUMNE 2435.3

.SltASTA 2233.2
¥OLO 1824.8
AK~OR 1547.3
SAN BENITO 1382.8
LOS ANGELES 1289.5
LAKE 1156.9
NAPA 931.9
SANTA BARBARA 927.0
SAN JOAQUIN 705.5
KINGS 589.3

p MER CED 346.
SACRAMENTO 317.0
EL DORADO 142.4
MENDOCINO

JJ~ RIVERSIDE 11.0
ALAMEDA 0.9
PLACER 0.0
SONOHA 0.0

F
flUMBOLD T O.
BUTTE 0.0
NEVADA
SOLANO 0.0
ORANGE 0.0

p SAN LUIS O~ISPO 0.0
TRINITY 0.0
MARIN O.O
SAN MATEO

p SIERRA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
STAN [ SLAUS 0.0

~ SAN BERNARDINO O.0
TEHAHA 0.0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0

p YUBA 0.0
SAN DIEGO 0.0
MONTEREY 0.0

Source: Pillsbut7 and others, 1991, rout FRRAP Information ~ Ana~s~s
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TABLE C-2d. AREA OF PRIVATELY MED BLUE OAK I~I)LANO THAT I,E)ULD NEED TO BE RESERVED TO ATTAIN LEVEL OF
PROTECTZON EQUAL TO STATE AVERAGE. BY COUNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL PRIVATE ACRES NEEDED

NARIPOSA 218~.9
SHASTA 17~9.3
k~DOR 1128.3
¥OLO 108~.~
CALA~RAS 710.6
SAN J~OU~N ~5.5
SAN BENITO 650.8
~CR~ENTO 2~. 0
EL D~O 1~2.~
AL~EDA 0.~
H~BOLDT 0.0
TRINITY 0.0
~R]N 0.0
SAN ~TEO 0.0
KERN 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
TULARE 0.0
T~L~NE 0.0
HE~INO 0.0
~ERA 0.0
~LUSA 0.0
SANTA BARBARA 0.0
GLENN 0.0
LA~E 0.0
PLACER 0.0
SAN LUIS ~IS~ 0.0
SON~ 0.0
BUTTE 0.0
NAPA 0.0
HONTEREY 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
NERCED 0.0
LOS ANGELES 0.0
ORANGE 0.0
NEV~A 0.0
SOLANO 0.0
~INGS 0.0
STANISLAUS 0.0
~NTURA 0.0
SANTA CR~ 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
SIER~ 0.0
TEH~ 0.0
R[~RSIDE 0.0
SAN DIE~ 0.0
YUBA 0.0
C~TRA ~STA 0.0

,~urce: Pillsbury and others, ]9�)1, and FRRAP Infotmadon and Analysis
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i TABLE C-3I. CONCENTRATION* OF PUBLICLY ME]) BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE MQOOLAND RELATIVE TO STATE AVERAG
BY COUNTY

I
COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATIO~ PUBLIC BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE 5JOOOLAND

HUMBOLDT
TRINITY

I SAN NATEO
NARIN
SOLANO

ORANGE
SANTA CRUZ
SAN BERNARDINO
SAN DIEGO
SIERRA
NERCED
NENDOC I NO
LOS ANGELES
RIVERSIDE

SAN JOAGUIN 0.0
SACRN4ENTO 0.0
NEVADA O.

I AHADOR
BUTTE O. 1
SHASTA 0.2
ALANEDA 0.2
NADERA 0.3
SANTA CLARA 0.3
EL DORADO 0.4
SAN LUIS OBISPO
CALAVERAS 0.4
NONTEREY 0.6
COLUSA O. 7
I(INGS 0.7
YOLO 0.8
.GLENN 0.9
CONTRA COSTA 0.9
STAR I S LAUS 1 . 0
TEHAHA 1.0

l LAKE 1. I
NAPA 1.4
KERN 1.5
FRESNO 1.5

m NAR I POSA 1.6
TUOLLI#NE 1.6
SAN BENITO 1.8
YUBA 2.0
SANTA BARBARA 2.6

l TULARE 3.3
VENTURA 5

Source: Pillsbury and o~her~, 1991, and FRRAP Inform~on and Analysis ,System
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TABLE C-3b. CONCENTRATION* OF RESERVED BLUE O~K-FOOTHILL P[NE k~OODI.AND RELATIVE TO STATE AV~I~GE~ BY
COUNTY

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATIONRESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE k~OOLAND

ORANGE
SIERRA
HUNBOLDT
TRINITY
SOLANO
SAN NATEO
SONOI4A
NARIN
SAN BERNARDINO
SAN DIEGO
SANTA CRUZ
MENDOCINO
RIVERSIDE
LOS ANGELES
MERCED
PLACER ~.0
NEVADA 0.0
SAN JOAQUIN 0.0
KINGS 0.0
GLENN 0.0
SACRANENTO 0.0

CALAVERAS 0.0
YOLO 0.0
LAKE 0.0
TUOLUHNE 0.0
NAPA 0.0
KERN 0.0
COLUSA 0.0
MARIPOSA 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
SAN BEN[TO 0.0
14ADERA 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
SAN LUIS OBISPO <.1
EL DORADO 0.1
SANTA CLARA 0.1
SHASTA 0.1
BUTTE 0.1
NONTEREY 0.4
ALANEDA 0.6
SANTA BARBARA 1.1
TEHANA 3.6
STANISLAUS
COHTRA COSTA 4.9
TULARE 5.3
YUBA 6.6
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I TABLE C-3c. AREA OF RESERVED BLUE OAK-FOOTHILL PINE MOODLAND NEEDED TO ATTAIN LEVEL OF PROTECT]OIl EQUAL
TO STATE AVERAGE, BY C(XJNTY

I
i COUNTY ADDITIONAL RESERVED ACRES NEEDED

FRESNO 8940.6
SAN BENITO 8754.8
SHASTA                                7824.4I CALAVERAS 4116.7
NADERA 3580.52
TUOLUNNE ~92.0
COLUSA 3381.6

I HARIPOSA 3218.4
SAN LUIS OBISPO 3181.8
AHADOR 3172.3
BUTTE 2966.3

I HONTEREY 246~.1
SANTA CLARA 2157.1
LAKE 196~.6
YOLO 1661.1

I GLENN 1481.5
NAPA 1193.4
KERN 1033.9
EL DORADO ~7.4
ALANEDA 875.9

~ ¯ SAN JOAOUIN 874.3
NEVADA 359.6
SACRAHENTO 267.2
PLACER 198.2

I KINGS 70.0
VENTURA 56.5

~ SANTA BARBARA 0,0
TULARE 0,0

I LOS ANGELES O.O
NERCED 0.0
NENDOCINO 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0

m SONONA 0.0
HUHBOLDT 0.0
SOLANO 0.0
ORANGE 0.0
TRINITY 0.0
NARIN 0.0

SAN NATEO 0.0
SIERRA 0.0

i CONTRA COSTA 0.0
STANISLAUS 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
TEBAHA 0,0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0
YUBA 0.0
SAN DIEGO O.O

Source: l~’llsbury and others, 1991, and FRRAP /nfotraadon and Anm’ysis Syston

C-11

C--053511
C-053511



TABLE C-3d. AREA OF PRIVATELY OMNED BLUE OA~-FOOTHILL PINE ~O(3OLANO THAT Id3ULD NEED TO BE RESERVED TO
ATTAIN LE91~L OF PROTECTIOM EQUAl. TO STATE AVERAGEe BY COUNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL PRIVATE ACRES REQUIRED

SHASTA 2613.4
AMADOR 2310.3
BUTTE 1530.3
SAN JOAQUIN 874.3
SACRAMENTO 267.2
NEVADA 265.6
ALAMEDA 260.9
PLACER 198.2
MAR I POSA 0.0
YOLO O. 0
CALAVERAS O. 0
SAN BEN[TO 0.0
EL DORADO 0.0
HUMBOLDT O. 0
TRINITY 0.0
MAR[N 0.0
SAN MATEO 0.0
KERN O. 0
FRESNO 0.0
TULARE 0.0
TUOLUMNE 0.0
MENDOC [ NO O. 0
MADERA 0.0
COLUSA 0.0
SANTA BARBARA 0.0
GLENN 0.0
LAKE 0.0
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0.0
SONOHA
NAPA 0.0
NONTEREY 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
NERCED 0.0
LOS ANGELES 0.0
ORANGE O .0
SOLANO 0.0
KINGS 0.0
STAN [ SLAUS 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0
SAN BERNARD[NO 0.0I SIERRA 0.0
TEHAHA 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
SAN DIEGO 0.0

I YUBA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0

~̄J~ce: Pill~bur~ and o~her~, 1991, and FJCJ~P ln.[ormadon and Anal~i~ ~s~,m
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TABLE C’/m. CONCENTRATION* OF PUBLICLY OMNED VALLEY OAK I, JOOOLAND RELATIVE TO STATE AVERAGE,, BY ~

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATIONPUBLIC VALLEY OAK I~DLAND

HUHBOLDT
TRINITY
SAN NATEO
SOLANO

ORANGE
SAN BERNARD]NO
SAN DIEGO
SIERRA
NENDOC[NO
RIVERSIDE
PLACER ¯
SAN JOAOAJ] N
SACRAHENTO
NEVADA

BUTTE
SHASTA
14ADERA
EL DORADO
CALAVERAS
KENGS
YOLO
GLENN
CONTRA COSTA
FRESNO
MAR I POSA
TUOLUHNE
YUBA
TULARE
HAR[N ~.0
LOS ANGELES 0.0
ALAHEDA 0.0
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0.0
~OLUSA 0.0
STAN ] SLAUS 0.0
LAKE 0.0
SAN BEN[TO 0.0
SANTA CRUZ <. 1
TEHAHA 0.2
NAPA 0.2
VENTURA 0.2
NERCED 0.2
KERN 0.4
SANTA BARBARA 0.4
SANTA CLARA 0.5
MONTEREY 5 .,,~

Source: Pillsbury and others, 1991, and FRRAP Information and AtudysLs ~jstem
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TABLE C-~b. CONCENTRATION* OF RESERVED VALLEY OAK M(X)OLAND RELATIVE TO STATE AVERAPJ:m BY COUNTY

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRAT[ON RESERVED ACRES VALLEY OAK I~ODLAND

ORANGE
SIERRA
NUHBOLDT
TRINITY
SOLANO
SAN NATEO
SONOHA
SAN BERNARDINO
SAN DIEGO
MENDOCINO
RIVERSIDE
PLACER
NEVADA
SAN JOAOUIN
KINGS
GLENN
SACRAHENTO

CALAVERAS
YOLO
TUOLI.~NE
NARIPOSA
FRESNO
NADERA
EL DORADO
SHASTA
BUTTE
CONTRA COSTA
TULARE
YUBA
NARIN ~o0
LOS ANGELES 0,0
LAKE 0.0
NAPA 0.0
KERN 0.0
COLUSA 0.0
SAN BENITO
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0.0
ALAHEDA 0,0
SANTA BARBARA 0,0
STANISLAUS 0o0
SANTA CRUZ 0,1
VENTURA
NERCED 0.4
TEHAHA 0.5
SANTA CLARA 1.1
MONTEREY 5.0

"C=:

.gourc~: Pillsbury and others, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System

C-14

C--05351 4
C-053514



TABLE C-4c. J~EA OF RESERVED VALLEY OAK MOCOI.AMD NEEDED TO ATTAIN LEVEL OF PROTECTION EQUAL TO STATE
AVERAGE, BY COUNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL RESERVED ACRES NEEDED

KERN 2610.1
SANTA BARBARA 1000.3
NERCED 576.7
SAN BENITO 563.1
SAN LUIS OBISPO 339.0
STANISLAUS 255.0
VENTURA 193.9
NARIN 9~.2
LOS ANGELES 47.5
TEHANA
NAPA /~.8
COLUSA 11.7
SANTA CRUZ I0.9
LAKE 2.1
ALA~4EDA 1.9
FRESNO 0.0
SHASTA 0.0
CALAVERAS O. 0
NADERA 0.0
TUOLU~NE 0.0
NARIPOSA 0.0
AHAD~
BUTTE 0.0
NONTEREY 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
YOLO 0.0
GLENN 0.0
EL DORADO 0.0
SAN JOAQUIN 0.0
NEVADA 0.0
SACRAHENTO 0.0
PLACER 0.0
KINGS O.O
TULARE 0.0
NENDOCINO 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
SONOKA 0.0
HU!4BOLDT 0.0
SOLANO 0.0
ORANGE 0.0
TRINITY 0.0
SAN MATEO 0.0
SIERRA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
YUBA 0.0
SAN DIEGO 0.0

C-15

C--05351 5
C-053515



I TABLE C-4d. AREA OF PRIVATELY OILED VALLEY ~ MOODLAMD THAT MOULD NEED TO BE BESERVED TO ATTAIN LEVEL
OF PROTECTION EIaUAL TO STATE AVERAGE. BY COUNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL PRIVATE ACRES REQUIRED

SAN BENITO
SAN LUIS O~ISPO 339.0
NERCED 326.7
STANISLAUS 255.0
VENTURA 129.9
NARIN 9"5.2
LOS ANGELES 47.5
TEHANA 46.4
NAPA 18.8
COLUSA 11.6
SANTA CRUZ 10.9
LAKE 2.1
ALANEDA 1.9
SHASTA 0.0
A~OR 0.0
BUTTE 0.0
SAN J~QUIN 0.0
SACRANENTO 0.0
NEVADA 0.0
PLACER 0.0
14ARIPOSA 0.0
YOLO 0.0
CALAVERAS 0.0
EL DORADO 0.0
HUNBOLDT 0.0
TRINITY 0.0
SAN ~TEO 0.0
KERN 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
TULARE 0.0
TUOLLN4NE 0.0
MENDOCINO 0,0
NADERA 0.0
SANTA BARBARA 0.0
GLENN 0.0
SONOHA 0.0
NONTEREY 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
ORANGE 0.0
SOLANO 0.0
KINGS 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
SIERRA 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
SAN DIEGO 0.0
TUBA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0,0

EOurce: Pillsbury and olhers, 1991, wul FRRAP ln/o on
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TABLE C-Sa. CONCENTRATION* OF PUBLICLY ()~,JNED COASTAL ~ I~O(X)LANO RELATIVE TO STATE AVERAGe. BY CQUM1

COUNTY RELATIVE C~4CENTRATION PUBLIC COASTAL OAK M~OLAND

SIERRA                                                 .
PLACER
SAN JOAQUIN
SACRAHENTO
NEVADA

BUTTE
SHASTA

EL DORADO
CALAVERAS
KINGS
GLENN
~RIPOSA
T~L~NE
YUBA
TULARE
COLUSA
TEHAHA
KERN
.U.BOLDT ;.O
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
YOLO 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
AL~EDA <.1
TRINITY <.1
SANTA CRUZ <.1
NAPA" 0.1
LOS ANGELES 0.2
NARIN 0.2
SAN MATEO 0.2
SAN BENITO
NERCED 0.2
SONOHA 0.4
SOLANO 0.4
NEND~INO 0.5
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0.5
CONTRA COSTA 0.6
ORANGE 0.9
SANTA CLARA 0.9

SANTA BARBARA 1.1
NONTEREY 1.3
VENTURA 1.6
SAN DIEGO 2.3
LAKE 2.6
STANISLAUS 3.2
RIVERSIDE



TABLE C-Sb. CONCENTRATION* OF RESERVED COASTAL OAK IJOCOLAND RELATZV~ TO STATE AVERAGE, BY C(XJNTY

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATION RESERVED ACRES COASTAL OAK I,/OCOLAND

SIERRA
PLACER
NEVADA
SAN JOAQUIN
K]NGS
GLENN
SACRAHENTO

CALAVERAS
TUOLU~4NE
NARIPOSA
HADERA
EL DORADO
SHASTA
BUTTE
TULARE
YUBA
KERN
COLUSA
TEHAHA
ORANGE ~.0
HUMBOLDT 0.0
TRIN[TY 0,0
SOLANO 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
MENDOCENO 0.0
YOLO 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
LAKE 0.0
MERCED 0.0
ALAMEDA 0.1
SAN BENITO 0.1
SANTA CRUZ 0.2
NAPA
LOS ANGELES 0.2
SANTA BARBARA 0.4
HARIN 0.5
SAN NATEO 0.5
SONOHA 0.6
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0.7
~ONTEREY 0.9
SAN DIEGO 1.5
RIVERSIDE 2.0
CONTRA COSTA 2.1
VENTURA 2.6
SANTA CLARA 2.9
STANZSLAUS 10.8

~̄OUrce: Pillsbury and others, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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TABLE C-5c. AREA OF RESERVED COASTAL OAK I~ODLAND NEEDED TO ATTAIN LEVEL OF PROTECTION EQUAL TO STA
AVERAGE, BY COUNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL RESERVED ACRES NEEDED

SAN BENITO 5199.8
HENDOC] NO 4195.1
SANTA BARBARA 3851.7
ALAHEDA 1802,4
ORANGE 119,4
NERCED 154.4
LAKE 47~.3
LOS ANGELES 378.0
SOLANO 369.7
NARZN 354.6
TRINITY 295.0
SAN BERNARD[NO 227.3
SANTA CRUZ 217.6
HLII4BOLDT 1 ~. 2
YOLO 129.7
NAPA 124.1
SAN HATEO 42.1
FRESNO 0.8
KERN 0.0
SAN LU[S 08[SPO 0.0
STAN I SLAUS O. 0
VENTURA 0.0
TEHAHA 0.0
COLUSA O. 0
SHASTA O. 0
CALAVERAS 0.0
NADEHA 0.0
TUOLUHNE 0.0
NARIPOSA 0.0

BUTTE 0.0
NONTEREY 0 o 0
SANTA CLARA 0.0

EL DORADO 0.0
SAN J~QUIN 0.0
NEVADA 0.0
SACRAHENTO 0.0
PLACER 0o0
K[NGS 0.0
TULARE 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
SONOHA 0o0
SIERRA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0
YUBA O. 0
SAN DIEGO 0.0

Source: Pillzbury and odzers, 1991, and FRRAP lnformogion and Amzlysix Sys~’m
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TABLE C-.Sd. AREA OF PRIVATELY OI~ED COASTAL OAK MO~OLAND THAT 14(XJLD NEED TO BE RESERVED TO ATTAIN LEVEL
OF PROTECTION ECIIJAL TO STATE AVEHAGE. BY COUNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL PRIVATE ACRES NEEDED

ALAHEDA 1T80.4
SAN BEN[TO 845.9
HARIN 354.6
TRINITY 228.0
SAN BERNARD[NO 227.3
SANTA CRUZ 217.6
HUHBOLDT 1~9.2
YOLO 12~.7
NAPA 125.1
LOS ANGELES 112.9
SANMATEO 42.1
FRESNO 0.8
SAN LUIS OBISPO 0.0
MERCED 0.0
STANISLAUS 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
TEHAMA 0.0
COLUSA 0.0
LAKE 0.0
SHASTA 0.0
AMADOR 0.O
BUTTE 0.0
SAN JOAQUIN 0.0
SACRAHENTO 0.0
NEVADA 0.0
PLACER 0.0
NARIPOSA 0.0
CALAVERAS 0.0
EL DORADO 0.0
KERN 0.0
TULARE 0.0
TUOLUMNE 0.0
MENDOCINO 0.0
HADERA 0.0
SANTA BARBARA 0.0
GLENN 0.0
SONOMA 0.0
MONTEREY 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
O~ANGE 0.0
SOLANO 0.0
KINGS 0.0
SIERRA 0.0
RIVERS]DE 0.0
SAN DIEGO 0.0
YUBA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0

Pillsbury and o~r~, 1991, ~md FRRAP lnfonn~Uion ~md An~dy~iz ~yxt~.m
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TABLE C-6~. CONCENTRATIOI~ OF PUBLICLY OMNED INTERIOR ANO/OR CANYON ~ IJOODLANO RELATIVE TO STATE

~ AVERAGE. BY COUNTY

i
COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATION PUBLIC INTERIO~ AND/O~ CANYON OAK I~JOODLAND

I SAN JOAQ!.JIN
KINGS
GLENN
COLUSA
TR[NITY
HAR[N
SAN MATEO

I NERCED
SAN LUIS OBISPO
CONTRA COSTA
O~ANGE
SANTA BARBARA
VENTURA
STANISLAUS
SHASTA
HUMBOLDT 0.0

’l SOLANO 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
NAPA
YOLO 0.1
SACRAHENTO 0.1
MENDOC l NO 0.2
ALAHEDA 0.
EL DORADO 0.3

SONONA 0.4

~ SAN BENITO
YUBA 0.5
NEVADA 0.5
PLACER 0.5
14ADERA 0.5

i MARIPOSA 0.6
BUTTE 0.6
LAKE 0.6
CALAVERAS 0.7
TEHN4A 1.0
TUOLUMNE 1.4
SANTA CRUZ 1.5
KERN
SAN DIEGO
FRESNO 2.4
SAN BERNARDINO 2.7
TULARE 2.9
SIERRA 3.1
MONTEREY 3.4
LOS ANGELES ].6
RIVERSIDE 4.1

Source: Pillsbury and od~er~, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis .System
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TABLE C-6b. CONCENTRATION* OF RESERVED INTERIOR AND/OR CANYO~ OA~ U(X]OLANO RELATIVE TO STATE AVERAGE,
BY COUNTY

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATION RESERVED ACRES

SAN JOAQUIN
KINGS                                                   .
GLENN
COLUSA
ORANGE                                                     .
TRZN[TY
NERCED
SANTA BARBARA
HARIN
SAN HATEO
SAN LUZS OBZSPO
CONTRA COSTA
VENTURA
STAN[SLAUS
SIERRA ~.0
SACRAHENTO 0.0
AHADO~ 0oO
CALAVERAS 0.0
HAR[POSA 0.0
SHASTA 0.0
KERN 0.0
NUHBOLDT 0.0
SOLANO 0.0
NENDOC[NO 0.0
YOLO 0.0
LAKE 0.0
SAN BEN]TO 0.0
NAPA. 0.0
SONOI<A 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
TUOLUHNE <.1
HAl)ERA <.1
PLACER <.1
EL DORADO 0.2
NEVADA 0.7
LOS ANGELES 0.8
BUTTE 1.1
YUBA 1.1

.ALAHEDA 1.2
SAN BERNARD]NO 2.0
FRESNO 2.4
NONTEREY 3.5
TEHN4A 3.7
SAN DIEGO 4.6
TULARE 4.8
SANTA CRUZ 7.5
RIVERSIDE 8.5

Pillsbury and others, 1991, and FP.J~P Information and Analysis System
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TABLE C-(x:. AREA OF RESERVED INTERIOR ANI)/OR CANYON ON~ tKX]OLANO NEEDED TO ATTAIN LEVEL OFPROTECTION
EQUAL TO STATE AVERAGE. BY COUNTY

i COUNTY ADDITIONAL RESERVED ACRES NEEDED

CALAVERAS 5~. 9
EL DORADO 4545.4
~ENDOCINO 4225.1I PLACER 382~8
NARIPOSA 359Zol
TUOLUHNE 3516.3
SONONA 30~5.2
~R 2~.2
NADERA 2323.5
KERN 1549.5
NEVADA 1258.7

I LAKE 1102.8
SOLANO 418.2
YOLO 367.7
SACRAHENTO 355.0
NAPA
~BOL~T
SHASTA 1~.7
SIERRA 103.0
LOS ANGELES 101.7I SANTA CLARA 51.2
SAN BEN[TO 5.7
SANTA BARBARA 0.0
ALAHEDA 0.0
ORANGE 0.0
HERCED 0.0
RARIN 0.0
TRINITY 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0
SAN MATEO 0.0

i FRESNO 0.0
ill SAN LU[S OBISPO 0.0

’I
STAN[SLAUS 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
TEHAI4A 0.0

i COLUSA 0.0
BUTTE 0.0
HONTEREY 0.0
GLENN 0.0
SAN JOAQUIN 0.0I KINGS 0.0
TULARE 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
CONTRA COSTA O.O
YUBA 0.0
SAN DIEGO 0.0

I
I

ll ’
~ou~o: Pillsbury and od~rx, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analyaix 3’yaon
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I
TABLE C-6d. AREA OF PRIVATELY OMNED INTERIOR AND/OR CANYON OAK i400OLAND THAT I~ULD NEED TO BE RESERVED

TO ATTAIN LEVEL OF PROTECTZON EQUAL TO STATE AVERAGe, BY COUNTY

CCXJNTY ADDITIOflAL PRIVATE ACRES NEEDED

SOLANO 418.2
NAPA 330.4
HUMBOLDT 255.9
YOLO 169.7
SHASTA 1(~.7
SACRAHENTO 86.0
SANTACLARA 51.2
MENDOC,NO 3.1
ALAHEDA 0.0
SAN BEN]TO 0.0
MARIN 0.0

TRINITY 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0

LOS ANGELES 0.0
SAN HATEO 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
SAN LUIS O~ISPO 0.0
MERCED 0.0
STANISLAUS 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
TEHAHA 0.0
COLUSA 0.0
LAKE 0.0
AMADO~ 0.0
BUTTE 0.0
SAN JOA~JIN 0.0
NEVADA 0.0
PLACER 0.0
~d~RIPOSA 0.0
CALAVERAS 0.0
EL DORADO 0.0
KERN 0.0
TULARE 0.0
TUOLtJHNE 0.0
MADERA 0.0
SANTA BARBARA 0.0
GLENN 0.0
SONOMA 0.0
MONTEREY 0.0
ORANGE 0.0
KINGS 0.0
SIERRA 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
SAN DIEGO 0.0
YUBA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0
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TABLE C-Ta. CONCENTRATION* OF PUBLICLY OMNED NO, TAME HARDI, JOOO NIX RELATIVE TO STATE AVERAGE. BY COUNTY

COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATION PUBLIC NONTANE HARDW(X~O MIX

i SAN JOA(~II N
KINGS
GLENN
COLUSA
HARIN
NERCED
SAN LUIS O8ISPO
CONTRA COSTA
ORANGE
SANTA BARBARA
VENTURA
STAN I SLAUS
SHASTA
SACRAHENTO
ALAMEDA

PLACERI NADERA
NAR I POSA
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
TEHAV, A
TUOLUNNE .
SANTA CRUZ
KERN
FRESNO
SAN BERNARD INO
TULARE
S I ERRA
LOS ANGELES .
RIVERSIDE
SAN HATEO ~.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
YOLO 0.0
EL DORADO 0.0
HUMBOLDT O. 1
NEVADA O. 1
TRINITY 0.2
SAN DIEGO 0.3
SONOHA 0.6
SAN BENITO 0.7
NAPA 0.7
SOLANO 1.1
NENDOCINO 1 .]
NONTEREY 2.5
YUBA 2.6
LAKE 4.4

Source: Pillsbury and other~, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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COUNTY RELATIVE CONCENTRATIONRESERVED ACRES NONTANE HARDtJOOD MIX

SAN JOA~JIN
KINGS
GLENN
COLUSA
O~ANGE
MERCED
SANTA BARBARA
I~ARIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
CONTRA COSTA
VENTURA
STAN[SLAUS
SIERRA
SACRAHENTO

CALAVERAS
NARIPOSA
SHASTA
KERN
TUOLUNNE
NADERA
PLACER
LOS ANGELES
BUTTE
ALAMEDA
SAN BERNARDINO
FRESNO
TEHAHA
TULARE
SANTA CRUZ
RIVERSIDE
TRINITY ~.O
SAN NATEO 0.0

SOLANO 0.0
YOLO 0.0
LAKE 0.0
SANTA CLARA 0.0
EL DORADO 0.0
NEVADA 0.0
YUBA 0.0
SAN D[EGO 0.0
HENDO~ I NO <. 1

SAN BENITO 0.3
SONONA 4.3
MONTEREY 12. I

and odwrx, 1991, and FRRAP Inform~ion and Analysis System
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TABLE C-7c. AREA OF RESERVED MONTANE HARDgCX30 NIX NEEDED TO ATTAIN LEVEL OF PROTECTION EGIJAL TO t

AI~RA~, BY I:~TY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL RESERVED ACRES NEEDED

NENDOCINO 6578.1
NAPA 3581.0
HUHBOLDT 1700.2
SOLANO 1016.6
TRINITY 511.3
SAN DIEGO 262.6
NEVADA 2~3.7
SAN NATEO 1~.7
LAKE 113.4
SAN BEN[TO 101.6
YUBA 39.5
EL DORADO 20.8
SANTA CLARA 7.2
YOLO
CALAVERAS 0.0
PLACER 0.0
NAR[POSA 0.0
TUOLUNNE 0.0
SONO~,A 0.0
AHADOR 0o0
MADERA 0.0
KERN 0.0
SACRAMENTO 0.0
SHASTA O.0
SIERRA 0.0
LOS ANGELES 0.0
SANTA BARBARA 0.0
ALAHEDA 0.0
ORANGE 0.0
HERCED 0.0
HARIN 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 0.0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
SAN LUIS ORISPO 0.0
STANISLAUS 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
TEHANA 0.0
COLUSA 0.0
BUTTE 0.0
MONTEREY 0.0
GLENN 0.0
SAN JOAQUIN 0.0
KINGS 0.0
TULARE 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0

Source: Pillsbury and others, 1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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TABLE C-Td. AREA OF PRIVATELY OMNED MONTANE HARDM(X]O MIX THAT ~3ULD NEED TO BE RESERVED TO ATTAIN LEVEL
OF PROTECTION EQUAL TO STATE AVERAGE, BY COUNTY

COUNTY ADDITIONAL PRIVATE ACRES NEEDED

HUMBOLDT 1375.1
TRINITY 308.3
NEVADA 180.7
SAN MATEO 144.7
SAN DIEGO 126.6
EL DORADO 20.8
SANTA CLARA 7.2
YOLO 4.7
SOLANO 0.0
NAPA O. 0
SHASTA 0.0
SACRAMENTO 0.0
NENDOCINO 0.0
ALANEDA 0.0
SAN BENITO 0,0
MARIN 0.0
SAN BERNARD INO 0.0
SANTA CRUZ 0.0
LOS ANGELES 0.0
FRESNO 0.0
SAN LUIS ONISPO 0.0
NERCED 0.0
STAN I SLAUS 0.0
VENTURA 0.0
TEHAHA 0.0
COLUSA 0.0
LAKE 0.0
AMADOR 0o0
BUTTE 0°0
SAN JOAQUI N 0.0
PLACER 0.0
MAR ] POSA 0.0
CALAVERAS 0.0
KERN 0.0
TULARE 0.0
TUOLUMNE 0.0
MADERA 0.0

SANTA BARBARA 0.0

GLENN 0.0
SONOMA O. 0
NONTEREY 0.0
ORANGE 0.0
KINGS 0.0
SIERRA 0.0
RIVERSIDE 0.0
YUBA 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 0.0

1991, and FRRAP Information and Analysis System
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